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a CONTINUATION of 

Reflexions © Remarquces fur la Difpute d %« Pére Martiany AVEC 
un Ce par M. i’eny ‘ant Pa ont ps PEghfe krancoife de 
Berlin, €F Chapelain de fa Majefle fe Roy de Pruffe, comma- 
niguees a P Ae 4teur .) wvelies de la Repwbligue des Lettres , 
iwc) Refle€tions and rare upon the Difpute ot Father 
Martiany with a Jew, by Mr, LV’ epee Pattor of the French 
Church at Ber/iz, and Chaplainto his Muatefty the King of 
Praffiz, communicated to the Author of the News of ‘the 
Commonwealth of Learning. 


\ther Martianay is much miftaken, if he think that ¢ 


Pulzes which {peak of the Circa nncifion 1 of the Heart, are 
only Predictions of thit which was to he under the Gofpel, by 
the G:ace of the Hi: ny Ghott, as he Poon o infinuare, p. 328. 
330. 331. Fhefe exnortations engag’d the Fews to circumcife 
theit Heart by Repentuies, Therefoie to igtistie the Few ie 
Si: ought 
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ought to have diftinguifh’d between the Moral and Ceremonial 
Law, and to have fhewed that the former differs not from the 
Gofpel, but in their difftrent degree of Perfc€tion, and the 
different Manner of publifhing them, and then to have given 
the Reafons both for the Eftablifhment and Difannulling of the 
Ceremonial Law, drawn from the Character and Circumftances 
of the Jewifh Nation, according to the different Times, by 
which the Fews might have underftood, thar the Ceremoniel 
Law was not meerly the fhadow of a Law; fince befides the 
Defign which God had with refpect to the time to come, the 
Ceremonial Law had its Uie and relative Keafons to the People 
of I/rael, 

Page 329, 331. The Few having afferted that Mo/es never 
{poke of any other Law, than that which the Fews oblerve, 
and never foretold in his Books that God would change ir, and 
caft off the Jews. Father Martianay quotes the 30th Chapter 
of Deuteronomy, Verfe 4, 5, 6. and the 32d Chapter Verfe 21. 
as Predictions of the Eftablifhment of a new Law, and of the 
cafting off of the Fees. Asto the firft Paffige, I muft own, 
that I find nothing in it of the Eftablifhing ot the new Law, 
and as I don’ obferve that Jefus Chrift or his Apoftles made any 
application of it to the Gofpel Oscunomy, I would be loth to 
make ufe of it againft a Few. 

When the Queftion is about fo important a Caufe, which 
may be maintained by fo many folid Arguments, we mutt be 
nice in the Choice of our Proofs, and nor give the Adverfary 
occafion to fplit the Caufe, and avoid a decifive Combat. When 
we read this Paffage in the 30th of Deuteronomy, the tuft 
Thought that occurs to vs, is, that Mo/es toretold the People 
of I/rael,.tne feveral Captivities that would happen to then, 
for their Difobedience, and their recalling again when they 
came to be Converted. Nor is there any caufe to doubt of this 
explication, fince \ ehemia applys the paflage to the Babylonifh 
Captivity, Ch. 1. Ver. 8, y. and quotes the Words from Deate- 
vonomy. We alfo find Danie/, ch. 9. ver. 7. applying thefe words 
to the fame Captivity. 

. I muft own that | was furprifed to find that the ¥ew did not 
make th’s Anfwer to Father Martianay, and could fcarce for- 
bear fufpe€ting that this Father had omitted by miftake this 
particular of their Difputation. *Twill not be improper to re- 
late here the Explication that Orobio the Few gave to this Pro- 
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phecy in Deuteronomy. He pretended that it was the prefent 
Diiperfion of the Fews, which was foretold in this Paffige 
and that their Calling again, which is there promifed, will not 
happen till the coming of the Mefliah, whom they expe, af- 
ter their entire Conveition. Mr. Limborch alledged, rhat this 
Predi€tion was accomplifhed by the Captivity of Babiloa, and 
by their return from that Captivity, and prov’d this Accomoli- 
{hment by the Authority of Nebemiab, to which the Few an- 
{wered, that that Accomplifhment was not perfe&, thar the 
Captivity of Badilon did not fully anfwer all the Idea’s of that 
Prophecy, no more than the return of that Captivity did,which 
was not univerful ; befides the People were not then well con- 
verted, and a great many other Things, which tended to pro- 
long this Accomplifhment, till the Time of their Meffiah, and 
to give anorher Keaton of their Difperfion, than that of the 
Crucilying of our Saviour. And he found this Application to 
have the more Authority, that Chriftians have extended this 
Accomplifhment bzyond the Baby/onifh Captivity, underftanding 
it myftically of the Calling of the Gentiles, and ot the preach- 
ing of the Gofpel , fo dangerous a Thing is it to wiredraw from 
the Authority of the Sacred Writers, Myftical Mzanings, when 
the Paffiges of the Scripture have a litteral Oue, waich may 
ftop the Adverfary’s Mouths. 

As to the Piffige of the Song of Mofes. Deut, 32. 21. qua- 
ted p. 333. “Tis true, Saint Paw/ applies this paflage to the 
Calling of the Gentiles, and to the rej-ting of the Fews. Rom. 
ro, 19. andthat this is a decifive Authority for us. Bur the 
Few, who is not yet convinced that Jefis Chrift is the Meffiah, 
and thac St. Paz/ was divinely infpired, is not oblig’d to receive 
this Commentary, the Text being capable of a litreral and very 
natural Senfe. That fince the People of I/rae/ hid provoked 
the Jealoufy of God, he had delivered them into the hands of 
a People, and into the hands of a Nation, that were become 
foolifh and brutith by their Idolatry. Toe Meffizurs de Port 
Royal were in the wrong then to add the Words by Joving, and 


fubftituting in their place , fince tis not lawful in a Tranflition 


to limit to a myltical Senfe a Paffage that may alfo have a 
litteral One. 

Since Father Murtianay reproaches the Jews, that they are 
gall’d with Jealoufy and Envy, to fee the Chriftians Subttirured 
intheir room, and that by Chriftians without doubt he sae 

the 




















326 Che (orks of Che Fearn ep, 


the Roman Catholicks, | am furprized that a Jew, whom he 
reprefents in the Beginning as an ingentous Man, did not an: 
{wer him thus. “Tis true, Reverend Father, if we were per- 
{waded that you were the People of God, we fhould have great 
c.ufe of jealoutie to fee that God has fortaken us for fo many 
Ages, that we have not fallen into idolatry, except when the 
Inquifition forced us toit, while hz adopted a People fo muca 
given to Idolatry as you are. Astor other Chrtitians who are 
not Idolaters, you would not have me to fhew any regird to 
them, becaufe you look upon them as Hereticks and Schifima- 
ticks; but probably this ‘zc had not the liberty at Purss to fay 
what another Few did at Amfferdim. Maxime poftea plurimi 
ia Chriftianifmum ingreffi priftina Idolatria infect: fuere © adbac 
inficiuntur, originis patria legis penitas obliti. Ht funt Du 
alieni, quos Mujores non cognoveiant, guippe Caldeoram & Per- 
farum Deos, Urael, & Noftrt majores biad quiquam ignorave- 
vant, maxime novos, recentes, q4os Chriftianif{mus fbi adinvenit, 
Neque in alits, quas inbabitant, per totam mundam, regionibus 
idololatriam invenient, in quam mifere impingant, nift Cbriftia- 
nifmum ample /antur, in quo Deos ex lapide, ex farina, OF vino 
adorare cogantur. Lim). Collat. cam Fad. pag. 79. 

I. E. Yes, abundance of thofe who imbraced Chriflianicy, 
were afterwards infetted with the ancient.ldolatry, and are itil 
infetted with it, having altogether forgot their Origine, and 
the Lzws of their Counuy. | Thefe are the {trange Gods whica 
our Fathers Knew nor, becaufe I/rae/ and our Fathers were not 
ignorant of the Gods of the Chaldees and Perfians, but knew 
nothing of the New and Modern ones which the Chriftians have 
invented, Nor will they nd in any other Country of the 
World where they inhabit, Idolatry into which they may tall, 
except they imbrace Ch::itianity, in which they are forced to 
Worthip Gods of Wood; Stone, Meal and Wine. 

This is only a imall Kemurk which i mik:z by the By, to re- 
turn tothe principal Subject, which is, that Father Martianay 
ought to have brought other Arguments tor the Calling of the 
Gentiles, taken, for inttance, from the Character and Idea of 
the Divinity, according to. Aiofer himielt, and feveral othe 
Oracles of the Prophets; the Emblems God gave in Me/cbi- 
fedec, in Fev, in Nimive, &ec 

Page 358. The rw objects againft the Divinity of Jefus 
Christ, the 24th Verie. of the Hiftory of Be/, where God is 

called 











for FJitte 1709: 327 
cailed the Living God, to which the Few adds of his own, wha 
hives, and never dis, Father Martianay blames him very juttly 
for this Addition ; but he fhould have reftored the Paffige, and 
ys ir as “tis ia the Ov 8 inal, ots ae sw o Ogos Sar. 

Quia ipfe eft Deus vivens, 1  Blheaish fe he is tha Living God. 
But this Father is verv much t » blame for reproaghing the Few 
that he tee [a a Yai bic taken from a Bock, "dias is not 
owi’d by the Fews ; fince this fame Book is look’d upon as 
Cznonical Hi Father Martia ay, and thofe of his Communion. 
Father Mlartranay’s objection would have been very good from 
the ya ot a Protcttanr, becaufe Proteftants look” upon thet 
Book as Apociyphal. Ard this learned Man was fo much the 
more in the Wro: ig, to find Fault with the Few, upon this 
Account, fince it dilcovers the illufion of his Church, to own 
as Canonical a Buok, which was not owmd to be fuch by the 
Fews, Vi ho were the Trufiees of the Books of the Old Tefta- 
ment, as th e Learnec Benediltine agrees, ig’ 35. in thefe words, 

the if ws are ony the D.: pe fitories of the Law, who keep the 
Books of 11, and tranfmu them into all places for a Testimony of 
ihe ( hriffian I Fah, 

Page 37%, 579; 380, 351, 386, 3 $7, The Authority of 
st. Pau/, Gal. 3. 18. renders uncontroverti ible with relation to 
us, the myflical Senfe of thefe words of Genefis, ch. 22. 18. 
All Nations fhali be bieffed in thy feed. But methinks this is 
but a meer mocking of the Few, to alledge this fenfe of the 
Text to him, before he had proved to him the Truth of the 
Gofpel, and convinced him that Jefus Chrift is the Mefhiah, for 
till he he perfwaded of this Truth; he is fo far from looking 
upon Faith in Jefus Chrift as the Bi dletling of the World, that 
he looks upon it only as aCurfe 5 fince *tis to believe in an Im- 
{tor. Befides, if the ‘Few had difp ted with Father Alartianay 
ina Co as of Liberty, he might have told him fome {mart 
Things, Tis a Blefling indeed, I own, for all Nations to 
learn to Worthi p one God, bur this is a bieffing that the Nati- 
ons are to expect from us, and not from vou Chriftians, whofe 
Churches are {o full of the Objects of Idolatry, thar it feems 
Paganiim has only fhitted its Scene, 

Asto what you faid, that you pray for your Perfecutors, I 
own that 14 or 1500 Years ago, you might have boatted of this 


at leaft, if we may believe your Authors and Hiftories ; but 
NOW 
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now all the world muft bear witnefs that you are the Perfecu 
tors of your own Brethren, and have made the Chriftian Reli- 
gion odious among Infidels, by yonr furious Way of converting 
Men by Fire and Sword. “Tis not certainly by your Inquifition 
and the Anathema’s, which your Pontife darts out one day in 
the Year againft all the Nations of the World, that do not own 
his Authority ; that you pretend all Nitions are bleffzd by you. 
The Jew could not have had this Oty-€tion againft a Proteftant. 
But he might have faid to him, had he underttood it as illas 
Father Martianay. {am fo much the lefs obliged to receive 
the Myftical Senie of your St. Paw/, whofe Authority you have 
not proved to me, becaufe this Paflage has a natural and very 
literal Senfe, which was fulfilled inthe Pofterity of Abraham, 
i. ¢. That, when the Men cf the Earth would defire a Bleffing, 
they will wifh for that of Abr2bam, which was to be fo grear, 
that it fhould become a Proverb, and a form of Blefling. You 
have a pirallel Form, Gen. 48. 20. where Facab fays to E 
phraim and Manaffeb, In thee fhall I/rae? blefs, faying, God 
make thee as Ephraim and Manaflch. There is the like Form of 
curfing in Jeremiah 29. 22. Probably the Few had not read the 
Commentary of his Rabbi Salomon on Genefis 12. 3. no more 
than fome learned Chriftian Commentators, who have given 
that fenfe to this Paffage. But if Father Martiazay had begun 
by proving tothe Few the Divinity of the Gofpels and Epiftles. 
It had been eafy to fhew that the litteral Senfe is imperfect and. 
this promife was fully accomplifhed in Jefus Chrift, accord- 
ing to St. Pawl’s Senfe.. For this blefling of Abraham and his 
Pofterity, has been fo far from being a form of bleffing for all 
the Nations of the Earth, that on the contrary, it has been the 
Objeét of their Contempt and Difdain, if we except fome of 
the Neighbouring Nations, they were not fo much as knownto 
others, but only by their Misfortunes, and it would have been 
in vain, for the Few to have anfwered as he did, p. 382. 
Ifthat prophefie be not yet fulfilled, we are to hope that 
it will be one day accomplifhed, for that had been to take for 
granted the Point which is in queftion, that is to fay, That Jefus 
is not the Meffiah, and that we muft look for another. 
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Davidis Peifert Confiliarti SaxoniciEpiftele publico nomine fcrip- 
te, flatum Ecclefie & Rerpublica fub Augufto Saxonie Elettore 
egregie illuftrantes, primum nunc edite, cura M. Fr. Gotthelff 
Gottert Altenburgenfis,Prefationem premifit Fob. Francifcus 
Buddeus, Theol. Dott. & Prof. Fenz, fump.ibas Erneft- Claud. 
Bailiar. 1708. i. e. The Letters of David Pe:fer a Countfel- 
lour of Saxony, writin the Name of Augujtus Ele&or of 
Saxony, and fome other Princes of that Family ; now prin- 
ted by the care of M. Gotthe/ff Gotter, of Altenburg ; with 


a Preface by Fon Francis Buddeus, Do€tor and Profeffor of 


Divinity. At Zena 1708. in 80, page 273. 


Ho commendable in general the Defign of the Learn- 
R.A ed may be, in colle&ting and publifhing the Letters of 
great Men, it does not anfwer the Expe€tation of all thofe 
who have aliking to this way of Writing. Indeed, fome with- 
out any regard tothe Matters treated of in thefe Letters, en- 
quire only into the purity of their Style, and without mercy 
condemn all of this fort, that does not come up to Cicero and 
Pihiny tor elegancy of Latin, among the Antients, or to Politz- 
an, Menucius, and Murer, among the Moderns. Others in 
fuch-Colleétions look only for little particulars concerning the 
Life, Manners, and the Works of Authors they affe&t, and do 
not value the Politenefs of the Language, or the importance 
of the moft weighty and ferious Subjects. But there are others, 
who defpifing the nicenefs and grace of Elocution, and fuch a 
vain Curiofity, as has meer trifles for its Obje&t ; efteem only 
thofe Letters, which fhew ’em the Maxims of Ecciefiaftical 
and Civil Government, the Intereft of different Princes, the 
managing of Negotiations, the Intrigues of Courts; and ina 
word, all that belongs to Hiftory and Politics. 

The Lovers of this laft fort of Colle€tions, will, no doubt, 
find Satisfa€tion here. For tho’ our Author writes good Latin, 
tis certain thefe Letters are principally commendable, for the 
light they give into the State 8 Saxony, both cer” and 
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Temporal, under the Government of Augu/tus their Elector, 
gbour the end of the Sixteenth Cencury. They are all writ by 
David Peifer, Counfellor to that Prince, who advanced him to 
the greateft Pofts in his Court, and imptoyd him in the mof 
important Affairs. Pezfer was fo much the more worthy oi 
that Honour and that Traft, thar with his great Learning he 
had a confummate Prudence. Thete Letters give avery good 
Proof of his Prudence ; and we have authentick Evidence ot 
his Learning in the Treatife be compofed on the Origin of Ley 
fick, which was printed the firft Time in 168¢9. in So. with this 
Title. Davidis Peifert Lipfis, feu originum Lipfenfiem La) 
IV, cum quibufdam Additumentis : curanie Adamo Rechenbere, 
The Editor took care to putthe Lite of rhe Author at the be- 
inning. *Twas reprinted at the fame place in 1700. as Uv 
reface informs us, which was done by Buddews, Doctor and 

Profeflor of Divinity, who was well known by many othe: 
Works: . 

He publifhed in 1703. a S«pplement to Luther’s Lytiers, 
wherein he complains of the little Moderation that Writers 
have obferved in {peaking of Luther, and particularly of the 
Extract of thofe Letters given by the Paris Journalifts, in their 
6th Journal of 1704, 

_ Bur to return to the Letters of David Peifer. We owe the 
firft Edition of ’em to M. Gorter, a young man, fays M. Bud. 
deus, who has already got a great name by his own Works. 
He promifes a Differtation, wherein he will fhew the ufe that 
may be made of thofe Letters, as to the knowledge of feveral 
Matters of Fact relating to Suxony and other States, whofe 
Circumftances are not found elfewhere. 

We fhall only add, that they are 128 in Number; that moft 
of ’em are writ in the name of the Elector Auguftus. The 9 
fit are dire€ted to Henry II], and Henry IV. ot Krence. The 9 
following to E/sabetb Queen of England, the 7th next, to 
Stephen Bathort, and Sigifmand Wl. Kings of Poland ; the 23 
following to Emanuel Phiftbert, and Charles Emanuel, Duke ot 
Savoy ; the 50 that remain, are writ to feveral Princes, as 
Philip Ul. of Spain, Sebaftiany King of Portugal, the Great 
Duke of Lufcany, the Dukes of Ferrar:, and Mantua, the 
Landgrave of Hee, the Duke of Wirtemies¢, the Great Ma- 
ficr of Malsa, &c. To the Republicks of Venice and Genoa, and 
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to fome private Perfons, among and others to Hubert Laxguct, 
to Fobn Sturmins, Ke 
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Michaelis Etmulleri Philos. ©& Medic. D. uc ufque in Alma 
Lipfienh Prof. Publ. & VP) ties ollm per omnem Bu opam Ce- 
sebe? rim. Opera Medica Theoretico Pradica. Mich. Kraeftus 
Etirmullerus filius, Philofophie © Medicine Doffor, Anato- 
mie (F Chirugre in eadem Academia Lipfenft Profeffor publi- 
cus, extreordinarius, & illaftris Acade:nize Leopoldine, Na- 
ture Curtoforum Coltega, innumeras, quibus badienus Scatue- 
runt mendas fuftuct, bialca fupplevit, luxata reftituit, faper- 
flua delevit, novofque ex Manufcriptis paternis trabtatus ad- 
divit, t.e. The Works of Michael Ermullerus, formerly 
Profeflur of Philofophy and Phyfick at Lespack, relating to 
the Theory and Pra€tice of Phyfick, publifhed and review’d, 
purg’d from many Faults in the former Edition, Blanks fill‘d 
up, Miftakes corre€ted, and fuperfluous Things retrenched 
according tothe Authors MSS. by his Son Michael Eraefé 
Etmullerus, Profeffor of Philofophy, Do€&tor of Phy fick. Pro- 
feffor Extraordinary of Anatomy and Chirurgery in the Uni- 
verficy of Leipfic, and Fellow of the College tor Natural 
Curiofitics. At Franckjort 1708. 2 Tom. Fol. 1. containing 
1020 Pages, the 2d divided into 2 parts, the tft containing 
1108 Pages, and the 2d $48. befides the Table. 


He Works publifhed hitherto under the Name of Michael? 
Etmullerus, contain fo many Faults, fays Michael Er- 
neft, his Son, that inftead of being worthy of Ermudlerus, they 
don’t fo much as become a Man indifferently vers’d in Phy fick. 
Michael Etmullerus never lay under any Tempration to be 
an Author, and when he was exhorted to wiite, h. anfwered, 
that he had rather do nothing than repeat what was already 
known, Befides, as he found pay too young torely ee 
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his own Experience, he judg’d it would be time enough for him 
to write, when a longer practice in Phyfick might have entitled 
him to it. Butan untimely Death {topp’d him in the middle 
of his Courfe, before he was 39 Yearsot Age: fo that he died 
without having left to the Publick any confiderable Work, fave 
fome fmall Differtations he publifhed at feveral times, intituled, 
Chirurgia infuforia, i. ¢. The Art of Introducing into the Veins, 
by means of a Pipe, fuch Medicines aS are judg’d neceffary, 
Valetudinarium Infantia, i. e. The Difeafes of Children, De 
virtute diapboretica Opit, i. &. Of the Diaphoretick Virtue of 
Qpium. De ufu & abufu precipitantiem, i.e. OF the Ufe and 
Abufe of Precipitating Medicines. De prefcriptione formulz- 
rum, i.e. Of the Way of prefcribing Medicines. De dlore Hy. 
pocondriaco, i.e. Of the Hypocondriack Diftempers. De balneis 
Medicis Artificialibus, i.e. Of Medicinal Artificial Baths, €c. 

Michael Etmullerus was Profeffor of Phyfick at Lezpfiek,and 
after his Death, feveral Bookfellers colletted the loofe Sheets 
he had digétated to his Scholars, which gave occafion to feveral 
Editions, every one more defeétive thananother. Thefe Sheets 
had 1¢00 Faults, which had efcaped by the ignorance of thofe 
who wrote them. Some of them were full of Blanks, which 
feveral Perfons labour’d to fill up, by which means the Works 
of Ermullerus were. very much deformed. This Edition was 
made from the MSS. of Michae/ Etmullerzs by his Son, who 
fays he has cut off what was not his Fathers, has corrected 
waat was altered, and reftored Ermullerus’s Works as they 
were at firft; but it not being our Defign to difparage the othe: 
Editions, nor to diminifh the Efteem of this, we fhall only re- 
late what our Author him€if fays on this Subje&. 

Michael Ermullerus was born in 1644, at Leip/ich, and died 
of aScorbutick Fever. He neglected nothing to make himfelf 
Skilful in Philofophy, Mathematicks and Phyfick. He travell’d 
as, well as Read, and was quickly fit honourably to fill the Chair 
of Proteffor of Phyfick at Leipfick, He marry’d in 1671. and 
had-5 Children, one Daughter ftill alive, and 4 Sons, of whom 
the Publifher of this Edition is the only Surviver. Miebae/ 
Etmalleras acquitted himfelf with fo much Reputation in his 
Poft, that as foon as he had di€tated any Treatifes, the Learn- 
ed were all fond of having them, witnefs the Treatife of the 
Chymical Phyfick of Hypocrates, which being publifhed in form 
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ot Thefes in 1670. was printed the following Year in 12, 
at Leyden, by Arnold Doude, 

This eagernefs of the Learned to have all that came from 
Etmallerus, augmented after his Death, and the Book fellers 
having collected what they could find of his Writings, printed 
them, firft feparately, and afterwards in on Volume, but thefc 
forts of Writings being only defign’d for Students, and Brmui- 
lerus having had no defign to print them, they were very much 
inferiour to what they would have been, had he defign’d to 
publifh them. Befides the Faults that efcaped by the Negli- 
gence or Ignorance of the young Students to whom he dicta- 
ted them, the firft Edition was publifhed in 1684. in 40, under 
this Title. Mechaelis Etmulleri Philofopbie ac Medicine Doffo- 
ris, Gc. Chimia rationalis ac experimentalis curiofa, fecundum 
principia recentiorum adornata, variifqu; ac proprus experimens 
tis tam Chymicis quam prafticis, ut €F Medicamentis nobilioribus 
veferta, Oc. nunquam adbuc publicam lucem vifa, jam vero in 
ordinem redatta, ac. boni publici caufa edita, cura & fumptibus 
Fobn. Chriftophori Aufsfeldi, Med. Dotf. Lugdun: Batavorun. 
1684. i.¢, The Rational and Experimental Chymittry of Mi- 
chae! Etmullerus, according to the Principles. of the Moderns 
not heretofore publifhed by the Care and at the Charge of Joby 
Chriftopber Ausfeld, Profeffor of Phyfick at Leyden 1684. But 
to know what weare.to think of this Edition, the Publifher of 
the prefent gives us the Words of Schel/hammer, as follows. 

© Ermullerass Chymiftry has been pubiifhed by a Bookfeile: 
© greedy of Money. The Undertaking is Criminal, teeing this 
© Chymiftry contains Things which the Author would have 
© blotted out, if he had liv’d, and muft needs reflect upon his 
© Memory as they are now order’d. Qu2 non fine ipfias ignc 
* “minia nunc publice leguntur. | 

When the Heirs of Ermallerus heard of this Edition, they 
thought themfelves obliged to advertife, that the faid Chymi 
(try was unworthy of Esmudlerus, and thar he never wrote any 
fuch- Work for the Publick. To this was acded the Teftimony 
of the Journal of Leipfc, in Fuly 1685, p, 341. where we 
have the fame Thing. Yet all thofe Advertifements hindered 
not, fays.his Son, the publifhing of another abortive Piece the 


fame Year in go. under the following Titic. 
fi 


_ Medicus. Theoria €5 “Generali iafirutus, coc efi, Vandamenta 
Medicine vera, olim aD. Michacle Etrcxiere privatim traaite, 
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luci nunc primum donata oe Indice duplict ornata, Francofurti 7 
Lipfie fumptibus Michaels Gunthert Bibliopole Drefdenfis. 1685. 
i.e. The Phyfician inftructed in Theory and Practifé, or the 
Foundations of Phyfick formerly taught by D. Michae/ Etmul. 
lerus, &¢. now publifhed the firft time, and printed at Franchfort 
and Leipfic, at the charge of Michael Gunther 1685. 

This Edition contains. the Infticutions of Phyfick that Ermy/- 
ferus dictated to his Scholars. Another was pvbdlifhed foon 
after in 40. intituled, Michaehs Ettmulleri Philofuphie Med. 
Dod. &c. Opera omnia Theoretica & Prattica, Oc. Accedit ¢ bi- 
rurgia Medica, pulcherrima methods, omites affettus externos ex- 
plicans, &c, Ut & Methoaus confultatoria per variorum cafium 
excmpla docens morborum refolationem EF curationcm. Annex: 
fant in fine de particularibus qaibafdim materus trattatus cjiss 
fingulares Lugdunit 1685. i. ¢. All the Toeoretical and Pracii- 
cal Works ot Michael Etmullerus, to which is added his Phy{t. 
cians Chirurgery in a clear M-thod, explaining all outward 
Diftempers, and his Mzthod of Confiltition by many Jnftan 
ces, teaching the Explanation and Cure’ ot ‘Diitempers, with 
fome Treatiles on particular Subjects at Lions in 1635. 

In 1683. One was publifhed “at Lomdon ot the tau (ure in 
40. which the Publither had nor feen. 

In 1586. There was another Edition in 40. entituled, \4u- 
chaelis Etmuller:, %c. Opera ‘Pharmaceutico Chymice, ejus fei- 
licit Scvoderus dilucidatus, Hc. Lugdani 1686, 

In 1689. There was one publifhed in tol’o uch more exact, 
containing all the Works of Evmullerus. with a Pretace of 


Georgins Francs de kranguenau, Proteff; ot Piry fick in the Uni- 


verfity of Heidelberg. At Francfort, am maiz, by Foba Davd 
LUNNETUS. 

In 1696. One was publifhed in two Volumes, that the 
Title pretends to be larger by one half thanall the reft, which 
the Publifher compared.to a Mountains bringing forth a Moafe. 
This Fdition was alfo publifhed at Freacfort am main, by the 
faid Fohn David Zunnerus. 

He comes next to that of M. Chavuin, a Phyfician at Lyons, 
in Folio, which isnot fo large as the others, and was publifh’d 
in 1690. at Lyons, in 2 Volumes, and there has been fince a new 
Edition at Lozdon in 1701. and one at -Amflerdam 1702. 

All thofe Editions, according to the Publither, are defective, 
not being done from the Author’s Manufcripts, whereas this 

was 








for. Bune 1709; 33§ 


was publifh’d from the Papers of Ermsd/eras,-and contiins no. 
thing but what came from his own Pen. They fay, however, 
that he cannot fay all that is contain’d in this Edition was writ 
with a defign to be publifhzd, but ne his done it to fatisfy the 
Learned 





L. Solomonis Deylingii Ob/ervationum Sacrarum pars prima, in 


gua multa Scripture Ver ac Novi Teftamenti dubia vexata fol- 
vuntur, loca dificiliora ex antiguitate © varie dofrine appa- 
rat illuftrantur, atque ab audact recentiorum Criticorum de- 
pravatione, Sigillatim H. Grotii, B. Spinofx, R. Simonis, 
P. D, Huetii, Jo. Clerici, alvrumque folidé vindicantur, Ap- 
pendicis loco accefjit Orato de ingento \icaclitarum Kgyptiaco- 
rum, contra Aibeos ac nonnallos in Anglia Theoriftas. Lip- 
fix 1708. ae. The firft Part of L. Soloman Deyling’s Sa- 
cred Obfervations, wherein many doubitul Things reckoned 
in the Old and New Teftament are refulved, the more diffi- 
cult Places illufiraced by Antiquity, 254 raifing of feveral 
Dottrines, and vindicated from the bold Depsavations of 


modern Criticks, particularly GH. Grotizs, Bo Spinofa, R. S$? 
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ereeable to Truth, and refuting them on the other Hand, when 
he found them too bold, and more apt to diminifh the Autho- 
sity of the Scriptures than to explain em. Among thofé Av. 
dacious Criticks, he reckons Grotius, Spinofa, M. Simon, M. 
Huet the Ancient Bifhop of Avranches, M. /e Clerc, and fome 
others. M. Deyling gives us here only fifty Obfervations, by 
which he would try how they may be relifhed by the Publick. 
The Approbation of the Learned will determine him afterwards 
to impart what he ‘has more of this kind, and to continue his 
Enquiries to furnifh new Colle€tions. We fhall fhew in a tew 
Words the fubje€&t Matters of the fifty Obfervations which com- 
pofe this Volume ; the Twenty five firft are upon the Old Te. 
{tament, and the other Twenty five on the New, after which 
we fhall be more Particular upon fome of thofe that feem to 
be moft Curious and Important. 

He fhews in the firft Obfervation, contrary to the Opinon of 
Peter Petit the Phylician, and Spinefa, That.the gitt ot Pro- 
phecy among the Jews was not an effcét of certain Corporeal 
Qualities, 1uch as Melancholy, &c. In the ad, he endeavours 
to prove againit Peyrere, Hobbes, Spinofa, and M. Simon, chat 
Mo/es was certainly the Author of Pentateuch. \nthe 3d he 
fhews, that the Hebrew Verb Bara fignifies properly to create 
fomeihing out of nothing, contrary to M. le Clerc, M. Simon, and 
fome others. In the 4th. he maintains againtt the Theoritts, 
and particularly againft Dr. Thomas Burnet, that the viciltitude 
of Seafons is not a confequence of the Charge that happened in 
the fituation of the Earth after the Flood: In the 5th, he 
fays the Rainbow did appear before the Flood ; and in the 
oth, that the Name Daz given to the Place whither Abraham 
purtued his Enemies that carried away Lot Captive, is not a 
Word that .was inferted after that Aion in the Text of Ge- 
nefis. Inthe 7th, he enquires into the Original and true Signi 
fication of the two Hebrew Words E/ Schaddai, and tranflates 
them by Deus Faculator, the Thundring God. In the 8th, he 
confiders how it was pofhible for Sarah, though fifty Years old, 
to make Abime/ech fall in love with her. 

In the 9th Obfervation, he pretends, that they are in the 
wrong who confound ‘fob with Fobab, mentioned in Genefis 
36.33. Inthe roth, he refutes Spinofa, M. Simon, M. /e Clerc, 
and M. Witz, who would have the Hebron in Genefis 37. 14. 
to be an addition made to the Text fince Mofes’s time. He 
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endeavours in the 11th to reconcile the paflage of Exodus 12: 
40. where “tis faid, that the Bondage of the I/raelites in Eeypr 
was 430 Years, not only with the Divine Predi&tion made in 
Genefis 15. 13. and repeated by St. Stephen in the A&ts of the 
Apottles 7.6. which makes this Bondage but 400 Years, but with 
other Places that make it but 215 or 330 Years. In the rath 
Obfervation he defcribes the Ark of the Covenant; and proves 
at large againft Spencer, that it was a figure of Jefus Chrift 
In the 13th, he fhews, againft the fame Author, that the Scape 
Goat, Levit. 6, 22. was a Type of our Saviour; and he ex- 
plains the Hebrew Word Huzaza/. The Hifltory of Sam/on’s 
Foxes let go into the {tanding Corn of the Philiftines, Fude. 15. 
5. is the fubje& of the 14th Obfervation. In the 15th, he de. 
termes the true figure of the Sea of Brafs, which he does not 
exa€tly make circular hut hexagone. In the 16th he gives the 
different Significations of the Hebrew Word Schamaim, on ac- 
ccount of the Pafflage in 1 Kings 8. 34. 

In the 17th Obfervation he difputes wich the Papifts the ufe 
they make of the Paffige in Fob 5. 1. to juttify the invocation 
of Saints; and commends Lawnoy and Father Mabi//oz for ftri- 
king out of the Calendar fuch Suints as aredoubtful. Jn the 
19th, he maintains by feveral Proofs the application Our Savi- 
our made of thefe Words, P/u/. 42.3. Pene Etohim, the Face 
of God. Inthe 19th, he explains a Paffige of I/ai. 1. 18. where 
tis Laid, Thar tho our Sins be as Scarlet, they fhall be made white 
as Snow; and {hews, that as WhitenefS was afign of Innocency 
and Purity, fo the Fews reprefented Sin by ared and {carlet 
colour. In the 20th, he attacks vehemently the Explication 
which a learned Prelate gave to that Paffage of I/ai. 8. 1. 
where God commands the Prophet to write ina great Roll with 
a Man’s Pen; and Gnds in this Expreffion another Senfe, which 
he thinks to be the true one. In the 21ft, he gives a reafon 
why I/aiah {peaking of the Meffah, ch. 9. 6. faith, Lhe Govern. 
ment fhall be upon bis fhoulder. [nthe 22d, he endeavours to 
fhew, againft Groriws, that the Prophecy of Ifai. 9. 6. relates 
only to the Me/fah ; and again{t the Fews, that it was accom- 
plifh’d in the Perfon of Jefus Chrift. In the 23d, on occafion 
of the Paffage in Jeremiah 27. 9. where we find the Word 
Nebbium, Prophets. He combats the Opinion of Spiofa and 
Spencer, who advanced that among the Gentiles there were 


true Prophets; and fhews in what fenfe Feremy gave to the 
Uu falfe 
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falfe, Prophets. among the Pagans the Name Nebbiim.- In the 
24th, from the ancient Cuftoms of the Hebrews, Greeks and 
Romans, he illuftrates thofe Words of Feremy 49. 38. I will 
fet my Ehrone in Elam, €%c. Inthe 25th, he explains con. 
tary to the Opinion of Buronius and M. Huet, the Tbaw in 
Ezechie] 9. 4. not to be the Hebrew Letter fo called, but a par- 
ticular Sign; from whence he obferves, that the Sign of the 
Crofs was much in ufe among the Fews and Gentiles. 

The 26th Obfertion thews, in what fenfe and in what Place 
of the Old Teftament Jefus Chrift is called a Nazarca. In the 
27th, he treats ot the 2 different Orders of the Pxb/icans, and 
gives the reafon why they are joyned with Sinners. The Sub- 
je of the 28th is the Paflage of St. Matthew 27. 9. concern- 
ing Our Savivurs being fold tor Thirty Pieces of Silver, upon 
which he prefers the Explications of Groti«s to others. 

In the 2gth, he fhews how miraculous the renting of the 
Vail was, which feparated in the Temple. the San€tuary from 
the Holy of Holies ; and how we are to explain this renting witt 
relation to the Rites of the Jews, In the 30th, he explains in 
what Senfe’tis faid in S$, Alarc.6.5. That Jetus did no Miracle at 
Nazareth, Ja the 31{t he confiders feveral Methods which the 
belt Interpreters of the Scripture make ufe of to reconcile S, 
Mare. 15. 25. with 8. Fobx 19. 14. concerning the hour that 
jefus was crucified ; and prefers the Opinion of Daniel Heinftas. 
inthe 32d he refolves the Difficulties which are ufually raifed 
On the Taxing that was decreed by Auguftus, endeavours to re- 
cnocile Fofepbas with St. Lake, and rejetts the too bold Conje- 
ture of Mr, Huet. In the 33d, he ipeaks of the Origin and 
Signincation of the Word r00y@, ufed by 5. Joba 1. 1. and 
refutes M. Ze Clerc, who pretends that this Term was firft 
brought from P/eto’s School, inro the Jews Religion by Phid, 
and that S. Foba us’d it only afterwards to determine the Senfe 
in which this word may be taken. 

In the 34 he fhews, that by thefe words of our Saviour 
Foba 5. 39. teers Tas yeapas, fearch the Seriptures, Lay 
Men are enjoyned to Study the Sacred Scriptures, which he 
conirms by the confeffion of fome Popith Interpreters. In the 
35th he relates the different Opinions, concerning the Vinegar 
given to our Saviour oa the Crofs, and afterwards gives us his 
own, inthe 36ch, on occation of the Paffage in the Aéts of 
ue Apoftles, chap. 8. verfe 10, he refutes the Tradition con- 
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cerning the Statue erefted to Simon. the Sorcerer ; which owes 
its Original. to S. Zeffim Martyr, and has been adopted by 
Baronius, Spencer and fHammond. In the 37th he debates the 
Queftion, whether the Greek Word Aarspyeiv, Ads 13. 2. ought 
to be tranflated to Sacrifice; and whether this can ferve for a 
Foundation to the Popifh Mafs: Which he anfwers in the Ne- 
gative. 

In the 38th, he enquires into the meaning of the Paffige of 
S. Paw, Rom, 8.22. The whole Creation groaneth; and in the 
zoth he fhews what's the true meaning of thefe Words of the 
fame Apottie, Rom. 12. 13. rats yottus ray dyluy nowwvsyrss, 
diftributing tothe Neceffities of the Suiats,upon which he detends 
the vulgar reading againit Lfenry de Valois, who reads javétous 
for yeetus Inthe gorh, he asks whether trom thefe Words of 
S. Pawel, 1 Cor. §.7. 10 rdaya tpav vie tiuav tdudn Oxur 
Paffuer was facrified for us; we may inter that the Puichal 
Lamb was a true Sacrifice, and anfwers in the Afi: mative 

In the 41ft, he examines whether the Papifts cin authorize 
the ufe of their Diicipline by the dramiaopes of S. Paul, 1 Cor. 
9. 27. In the 42d, whether the Dottrine of Tranfubftantiation 

an be proved from 1 Cor. 10.16. where $. Pau: fays, tov aorov 

av wAw@pey Syl nowwvia Ts caparGe rs yoysé isw. The Bread 
which we brake, is it not the Communion of the Body of Chrifte? 
In the 43d, whether S. Paz/ truly fought with Beafts at Epbe- 
fus, ashe feems to “ay, 1 Cor. 15.32. In thefe 3 Points he 
,antwers in the Negative. In the 44th Obfervation, he explains 
by the Sucred Rires of the Hebrews the Words of S, Pal, 
Galat. 3. 28. which fhew that Jefus Chrift by the New Cove- 
nant has taken away all the Diftinctions the Jewifh Law mide 
among Men. In the 45th, he determines in what Senfe our 
Saviour gave himfelf fur us, as S$, Paw/ fays, Epbef. 5.2. A 
Sacrifice for a Sweet Smelling Saviour, Oveia eis dopny tuwh ics 
And in the 46th, what is the true Senfe and true Pointing of 
the famous Paffage of this Apoltle. 1 Lzm 3. 15: where “tis 
faid that the Church of the living God is the Pillar and Ground 
of Truth, surn@ % eegimra ris dknDeaas. In the 47th, he 
fhews the reafon why 9. Peter, t Pet. 3. 21. defines Baptifm, 
to be the Anfwer of a good Confcience towards God, suvee'noews 
ayasns erepwropa cs Od. In the 48th, he explains by the 
Jewith Cetemonies the Place of S. Pau/, Hebr. 3.1, 2. where 
Jefus Chrift is called the Apoftle and High Prieft of our Profet- 
Un: fion. 
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fion, "Axdscv\@ xy Asyreseus ris cponoyias Uuwy. In the goth, 
he refutes the Opinion of the Coccezans founded on the Paflage 
of S. Paul, Heb. 7. 22. where Jefus Chrift is called tyyuG 
yecirrovG ciaSyxns, from which they would maintain, that 
Jefus Chrift, in the Old Teftament, is to be look’d upon only 
as a {imple Fidejuffor, and not as one who charges himfelf with 
aDebr, Expromiffor. rie 

In the soth and laft Obfervation, he inquires how we muft 
underftand thofe Words in the Fpiftle of S. fude 13. ats iigts 
on havior, Wandring Stars, 

It remains that we fhould come to fome Inftances, which ma 
give us an Idea of the method our Author ufes in thefe Obfer.- 
vations. 


‘In bis 2d Obfervation. The Queftion’is, whether Mo/es be 
the Author of the Pentateuch. Our Author begins with the 
feveral Opinions of thofe who deny it. Lay Peyrere in his 
Treatife of the Preadamites, afferts that the Pentateuch is only 
an extract of what Mofes wrote at large, concerning the Hittory 
of the ¥ews. Hobbes, whom Selden calls the Boldeft and moft 
Impudent of all the Philofophers of his Age, pretends that 
Mofes is but at moft, the Author of that part of Dexzteronomy, 
where the Law is contained, from the 11th Chapter to the 28th. 
That all the reft of the Pentateuch, bears the Name of the 
Books of Mofes; becaufe he is mentioned in feveral places of 
em. Spinofa owns no other to be the Writer of all the Hifto- 
rical Books of the Bible, which contain what was done betore 
E/dras, but Efdras himfelf. M. Simon, whom our Author 
calls a very bold Critick, Combates the Opinion of Spizofa to 
Eftablifh his own ; and of the five Books attributed to Mofes, 
affigns to him only what concerns the Laws and Conftitutions, 
and makes all the reft the work of fome Publick Scribes, In- 
fpired by God, who were charged by Mo/es to Write the 
Hiftory of the Fews, and had leave to abridge the Hiftorical 
Books, and to diminifh or add as they thought fic, according to 
the Circumftances of the Times. 

M. Simon perfwaded himfelf on this Suppofition, that our 
Pentateuch is properly but an Extra&t of what thefe Publick 
Scribes wrote more at large ; and this Collection being by dif- 
terent Hands, ’tis not to be wonderd at, that there are fo many 
Repetiions, and Tranfpofitions in it? The Divines of Hol- 
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land, who attacked the Hyporbefis of M. Simon, laid down ano- 
ther, by which they Subfticute a certain Samaritan in the room 
of thofe Publick and Infpir’d Scribes ; who, they fay, was fent 
from Babylon, ro Inftru& the new Inhabitants of Pu/e/tine, in 
the Law of Mo/fes ,; and on this Defign wrote the Pentateuch. 

M. Deyling, after having refuted thofe different Opinions in 
order, gives us his own, which is the common Opinion, and 
maintains it by the Authority of our Saviour and his Apoftles, 
who Quoting the Old Teltament, ufvally mentioned three 
Parts, viz. tbe Law of Mofes, the Prophets, and the Pfalms ; 
a Divifion, which feems to have been always received by the 
Fews. To confirm this, our Author prefers the Proof taken 
trom the Samaritan Pentateuch, by M. Du Pix, in his Prolego- 
mena on the Bible, to that which M. Huet made ufe of in: his 
Evangelical Demonftration, and which he takes from the Simili- 
tude that is fourd among the Fables, or Divinity of the Pagans, 
to moir of the Faéts related in the Books of Mofes. 

As to the 18 paffiges of the Pentateuch, which are moft in. 
fifted upon, to fhew that this Work has tuitered many Altera- 
tions, and that Additions have been made to tt after the Fa€ts, 0: 
in fhort, that the Pentateuch is nor ell Writ by the fame 
Hand, our Author on this Article, refers*to what M. Hae: 
M. Heidegger, Schomer, Kidder, Witz, and le Clere have an 
{wered, ——- who aflert, that almoft a!! thofe Paffages may 
be afcrid’d to Mofes himfelf. M. Wirz excepts four, whicit ta 
fome fort he abandons to M. Je Cleves bur Al. Deyling is no’ 
of that mind, and does not defpair o! being able to reftor: 
them all to Mofes, as their true Author. 


If] Obfervation. Tis thecommon Opinion, that the Hebrew 
Verb N45 Bara, which Alo/es ues in the beginning of Gene/is, 
when he {peaks of tae Creation of the World, fignifies ta bring 
Something out of Nothing: Yor whica. our Anthor Quote: 
Gouffet, who, in his Commentary 07 the iebrew Loagae, obierves 
that the three Hebrew Words, which anfwer to the French 
word Fare to make, the firft MWy He/al, is a general Term 
attributed to all forts of Agents; the 21 9y2 Pabal, agrees on 
ly to Reafonable Agents, and the lat N73, Barz, is fpoken of God 
only. A. de Clerc, does not agres to this Lalt Article, and pre: 
tends that Bara fignifics both the A€tiun of God and Men: 
which is fo true, according to him, that £setre/ applies this 
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Term to the City of Tyre, cb, 23. 13. where he fays, {peaking 
to this City, The Workmanphip of thy Tabret, and of thy Pipes , 
was prepared in thee, in the Day that thou waft Created, Pray 
Hibbaraaca, i. e. that thow waft Built. The Scripture furnithes 
{ome other Paflages, that feem to confirm this Opinion, which 
is alfo that of M. Szmon. Our Author explains this difficulty, 
by aniwering, 1. That the Verb Bara is taken in a Metaphori- 
cal Senfe in all the paflages alledged by thefé Gentlemen. 
2, That "tis ufed there only in the Conjugation called Niphal 
by the Grammarians, and not in that called Ka/, where this 
Verb keeps always its moft Natural Signification. But fince he 
perceives thefe Keafons will not be able to ftop the Mouths of 
thofé who inquire after other Texts of Scriprure, to juftify their 
doubt of the Worlds being made ont of Norbing, he has recourfe 
to other-Proofs, and fhews that the Creition of the World ta- 
ken in this Senfe, implies fo little Contradi€tion, that it was 
own’d and affirm’d, by moft of the Ancient Pagan Philosophers : 
For which he refersto M. Huet, in his Queftiones Alnetane, 
lib. 2. cap. §. aS one who has belt improved this Argument, and 
fet it in the cleareft Lighr. 


VI. Obfervation. M. Deyling endeavours to perform here 
what he promifed in-the 2d Obtervation. °Tis faid in Gene/fis 
14, 14. That Abrabam purfued uito Dan the Enemies that car- 
ricd Lrt Captive, after they had. plunderd Sodom. °Tis certain 
that the City of Dax, had not this Nome till after rhe Death 
ot Jofhua, for till then, ’rwascalled Lats. This Word was in- 
ferted then fay they, in the Text of Genesis, by one that wrore 
after Mofer. To clear this difficulty, M. Hwet ufes the Autho- 
rity of Fofepbus, who teftifies that Fordan was form’d of the 
Concourte of two Rivulets, called For and Dan; trom whence 
this Learned Prelate concludes, thatthe Word Dew under Con. 
fideration, is the latrer Rivvlet, and not the City of Luis , 
M. Dey/ing agrees with M. Witz, that this Solution has its in- 
conveniences, and anfwers, that there’s no Neceflity to confound 
this Dea with that formerly called Lars , and fuppofes that we 
toay without Fearof having the contrary prov’d, fay that from 
the time of Alofes, nay, even from the time of Abrabam, there 
might bea place called Dan, in the Country of the Cananites, 
alrogether diftingt from the Town which afterwards had that 


Name, 
VIIL. Ob/er. 
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VIIT Obfervation. Our Author goes on here, to defend the 
' Antiquity of the Text of Scripture, in Geg. 20. 2. That Abi. 
melech King ot Gerar, no fooner faw Sarab, but he fell in Love 
with her, Sarab was then g0 Years Old, according to the 
foregoing Hiftory. Now it is hard toconceive, how a Woman 
of this Age, could be very Charming. He es, (fay ihe =) 
it follows, that this relation is out of iis place, which Fortifies 
the Sufpicion that Tran{pofitions have happened in the Sacred 
Scriptures ; 3 butM Deyling does not allow M. Simon this Con- 
fequence. He alledges, that this Hiliory was not difplaced. 
and to perfwade his Readers fo, cuties that Women ufua uy 
lived then 130 Years, whereas now they live but about 80, fo 
that Sarab, tho’ 90 Years of Age, look’d as well as W. men 
do now at 403 and that it is not rare in our Age for Women 
at thofe Years to have fo much Beauty left as to make Men fall 
in love with them; befides, —— Sarab having then been nei 
ther Mother nor Narfe, which are the two chief Thin igs that 
ruin Beauty, or perhaps the Modefty, aod other good Quali- 
ties of Sarah, toge:her with :h- Defire udinelech had ot yoin- 
ing in Affinity with dbreham, by marrying her, whom he took 
to be the Sifter of this Stranger, were the chief Motives of the 
Aff Gtion that Prince bore to her. 

°Twould be hard not to fubicribe to this Argument, fay the 
Paris oe nal:fis, the’ perhaps che Partifans ot M. Sion may 
alledg~, hat go Years do not bear the fuinz Proporiion to 130 
that god WS CC dO. 

LY. Obfervation. The Hiftory of § meee # contains a fingular 
Matter of ka, relund in Fuages 15 4. Lv ibe time of Wheat 
Harv: ff Sami lon, 10 be avenged of the Poulin caught 300 
Foxes, ard tock Fue br ands, and tu:xcd ‘Tail to Tail, a 
Fire-br vadie the middie between two Tai. ail d whe n be b ad fe 
the Brands on fire, be /et them go into ibe aie nding Corn of the 
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Effett, inftead of 2Y1W Schoubal, a Fox, he reads by cutting 
off the Letter Vas, and changing the Points, ‘2yw Schoba/, 
which he interprets a bundle of Straw, “on the Suppotition thar 
the unufual Verb Syw Schaba/, which is the Root of this Word, 
tignify'd to gather together, to heap together. He adds, that 
che Verb D5 Lacad fignifies rather the A€tion of taking with 
the Hand, than taking with a Trap; that the Word 133 Za- 
nabb fignifics not only a Tail, but the End of any thing what. 
ever; and that the Verb mow Scha/chh expieffes oftner the A&i- 
on of throwing or darting, than that of loofing or letting go, 
From all which he concludes, to bring this Paffage to a more 
reafonable Senfe, that it ought to be thustranflated. Sam/or 
iook 300 Bundles of Straw, that he bound to one another by 
their ends, to which he faftned Fire brands, and afterwards 
threw them among the Philiffimes Corn, which fet it on fire. 
M. Dey/ing does not allow any of thefe new Significations 
which that Critick gives to the Hebrew Words ; he thinks the 
Fxpedient ot faftening Fire-brands to the Bundles of Straw is 
ridiculous, fince the Fire-brands themfelves would have pro- 
duc’d the fame Fffe&t, which ar beft would have been but in- 
different; theretore he maintains the vulgar {ntérpretation to be 
the only true one. To folve the greateft difficulty of this Paf- 
fage, which is the pretended Impoflibility of taking fo many 
Foxes in a little time ; he obferves, that as on one hand ’tis not 
_ certain that the Word Schoubal fignifies precifely the Animal we 
call a Fox, on the other ’tis certain, that the Animals defign’d 
by this Hebrew Word in Scripture are very common in Puleffi- 
ma, where they go in Troops; and confequently ’tis very pof- 
fible that Sem/on, either by himfelf, or by the Affiftance of the 
Jews that were with hima Hunting, might gather together 300 
of thofe Animals called Schoubu‘im. Yo confirm the Trutn of 
this, he quctes the Teftimony of Ouvsd, who fays in the 4th 
Book of his Faf?i, that at Rome, every Year, about the middle 
of April, they let go in the Circus fevers] Foxes, carrying Fire. 
brands fatien’d to their Tails. The Poet adds, that this was 
done in remembrance of a Fox, that a young Peafant of Carfe- 
oft had wrapp’d up in Hay and Straw,.in order to burn him; 
but the Fox getting loofe, fet fire to the ftanding Corn which 
was ready to be reaped. Bochart is perfwaded, that this Cu- 
ftom of the Romans ow’d its Original to the Hiftory of Sam/fon, 
which was {pread in different Countries, by means of the Phe. 


MiCIANS. XXI. Ob. 











XXI. Obfervation. Interpreters are at a lofs to whom to ap. 
ly thefe Words of Ifarab, 9. 6. The Government fhall be upon 
bis Shoulder ; and what this Expreffion properly fignilies. Gro: 
tius was of Opinion with feveral Jewifh Interprerers, that it 
ought to be litierally underftood of King Ezechias, and tignify’d 
only that this Prince fhould be born in Purple, and exactly an- 
fwer to what the Greeks defign’d by the Word azeavesyeunre, 
Porphyregenetes. Calovtus thinks Grotizs’s Explication is not 
juft, beciufe this Circumftaince of being born in Purple, 7. @ to 
be the Son of a King, was not peculiar to Ezechias, fince it 
agrees equaliy to all the Kings that fprung from Duvrd. Tis 
better then, fays our Author, to give another Senfe to this Paf 
fige, and to expound it of a Child that was to be a King at 
his Birth, in which Cafe the Prediétion muft relate only to the 
Mejfhiub, whom the Angels declard to be the Lord in his Cra- 
dle, and the Wife Men adored him then as King of the Jews ; 
fo that the queftion is, only to difcover the Origin and true Sige 
nification of this Phrafe apply’d to the Meffab, The Govern. 
ment {hall be upon bis Shoulder. M. D-yhing, atter having con- 
fidcred the diferent Opinions of [nterp eters on this Point, which 
tho’ full of Learning and Piety, do nor altogether fatisty him, 
propafes his own thus. He thinks that the Prophet in this Paf- 
fage made an Allufion to the Keys that certain gicat Officers of 
the Faftern Monarchs hore on their Shoulders; ftuch, for Inftance, 
as Eliakim, who was Y2DM Haffoken, Great Tre furer, or Great 
Mafter of King Ezechivs Houfe, Now this huckun is a Type 
of Jefus Chrift ; and God fad of himin Ifa 22: 22. Thar he 
would lay the Key of the Houfe ef Devi upon bis Shoulder ; 
Which Prophecy our Saviour applies t) himfelf in Rev. 3. 7. 
in thefe Words: Hee dicit Sunttes F Verus, qat babit clavem 
David, gui aperit & nemo claudit, F clad WF nemo aperit. 
i.e. Thef> Things faith he that 1s Holy, be that is Crue, he that 
bath the Key of David, be that Opencib, and no Man Shateth; 
and fauteth, and no Man openeth, The Cuftom of carrying 
Keys cn the Shoulder, tho’ alu gether unknown to us, was an- 
Cieniiy very common. Tuis Cuttom was grounded on the torm 
of thofe Keys, which ’rwould have been hard to carry cther- 
wife, they being tong, heavy, crooked, like a Semi-circle, as 
our Sickles, with Handles of Wood or Ivory. Tiere was in 
each Gate a boie made on purpofle, by which thefe Keys were 
let in to open Bolts, as (he Pick locks of our Lock{miths open 
our 
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our Locks. He refers, for a more ample Illuftration of this. 
Marter, to the famous M. Huet, in his Demonftration Evan 
gelique, p. 929, and 930; where this Learned Prelate (fays 
he) has deferibed thofe ancient Keys with much Learning and 
Elegance, being guided in this Matter by Homer andthe Scho- 
hialt Exffatbrues. 


XXII. Obfervation. Here he attaeks the famous Grotius on 
his Pxplication of Ifaiab 11.1. And there fhall come forth a 
Rod out of the Stem of Feffe, &c. That Learned Man pretend- 
ed, that the Prophet had the Birth of Ezechras principally in 
‘view in this Chapter, and that the Prophefy did not relate to 
the Ale/fub, but ina Myftical and remote Senfe. On this Oc- 
cafion he accufes that Interpreter of having us’d the fame Me- 
thed as ro other Prophecies, which he has endeavoured to adant 
to feveral Events of the fewifh Hiftory of that Time, inftead of 
applying ‘em to the Me/fab, to whom they only had an Eye, 
as is agreed by all Interpreters, both Fews and Chriftians. He 
fhews, that this Prophecy could not be apply’d.to Ezechvas, 
fince he was about 12 Years of Age when J/ciab prophefied 
what is in.the 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11 Chapters of this Prophecy, 
and Hesekiab was 9 Years old when his Father Achaz began to 
reign ; and “tis fuppos’d that Ifaiah did not begin to prophecy in 
that Court lf about the 2d or 3d Year of that Princes Reign, 
So that Grotzzs fell into two confiderable Errorsin this. Matter, 
fiift in applying to Eze%ias a Prophecy that cannot belong to 
him ; and the 2d is in envying our Saviour of a Prophecy, which 
can belong to none but him alone. 

This is M. Hzet’s Judgment, Demonfir, Evang. pag. 602. 
comerning Grotius’s Interpretation , which feems fo very Jult 
and Solid to M. Dey/zmg, that he frequently defires the Reader 
to confultthis Famous Writer, from whom he borrows feveral 
Arguments, both to prove tite Juftice of the Application. of this 
Prophecy to Jefus Chrift, and to anfwer Objeétions againtt it. 


SAUL Odfervation St. Matthew, 27. 3. after having 
a : f “Tr, ; nl . . ‘ . 

Thew'd how ‘Fadas brought again the Thirty Pieces of Silver to 
the Chier Pricfts and Elders, which he had received of 
them, to betray fefus, and acquainted us with the ufe that was 
made ot ’em to Buy the’ Potters-Field, to.Bury. Strangers in ; 
adds, ‘Ther was fulfilled that which was Jpoken by Jeremiah the 
Prophet, 
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Prophet, faying, and they taok the 30 Pieces of Suver, the 
Price of him that. mas valued, whom they of the Children of \irae' 
did value: And gave them for the Potters Field, as the lord ep 
pointed me. This Paflage, is one of thote, whofe Expiication 
has much puzzled Interpreters. The difficulty confifis in this, 
that the Prophecy attributed by Sr.°Alatibew to Feremy, is not 
found in this Prophet, but only in Zechariah 11.12. Yer “tis 
certain, that in all the Greek Manufcripts of Sc. Matibew, and 
in the Hebrew, Arabich, Ethiopian Verfions, the Oid Latin Ver. 
fion, and in that of St. Jerome, we conftantly find Feremy men 
tioned in this place ; and that St. Chrgfoltom, Thecphylatt. and 
feveral others, never read it otherwiie. 

Among a great many Solutions given to this difficulty, M. 
Deyling chote thofe which he thought moft worthy of Odlerva 
tion, and givesthem with his own Reilftions. 

St, Augujtin, who is followed in this by Bede, Gerfon, and 
fome others, thinks that it *tisa pure miftake of the Sacred 
Writer, whom God fuffered to be Guilty of a Slip of Memory 
on this occafion, to fhew that all the Prophets were Infpir'd by 
the fame Spirit; and that in this cafe, it was indifferent, 
whether the Prophecy mentioned, was delivered by Peremy 
or Zachary. : 

Erafmus, Pranc. Funizs, and Ger. Fobn Voffixs, fuppofe that 
the Prophet Zachurizh, betides this Name by which he is m att 
known to us, was alfo called $eremy; asthe Father of this 
Zechariah, that was Slain between the Temple and ike Altar, 
is called Burachias in St. Matthew 23. 35. and Fojadas —— 
in 2 Chron. 24. 21. But belides that this Solution, fays our 
f\uthor, is founded only on a meer Conje€ture; what appear- 
ance. is there, that the Evangelift would call this Prop.ct by 
his Name that was leaft known, and thereby Lead thote inioa 
miftake, who following the ordinary Cuftom, never underltood 
by Feremy, any ether Prophet, but he that Liv’d before the 
Deliruétion of the twit Temple. Nordoes our Author approve 
of the Expedient to which Limrel Heinfrus, and fome othess 
have recourfe, who would have this Prophecy Quoted by 
“it, Alatthew, to be taken partly from Jeremy, and partly trom 
Zechariah, Indeed, what the former {peaks of Buying 2 
Field, in the 32d Chapter, and of a Potter in the 18th, wh 
ever Turn be given to it, can never-be reconciled witd toe 1 
lation of the Evangelift. 
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M. Het owns there’s a miftake in this paflage, but imputes 
it to the Ignorance or Negligence of the Tranfcribers, who 
fecing in the Greek Manuicripts Zews in fhort for Zayaeas, 
may have taken the 2 for an I, and writ Tees, which isthe Ab- 
breviation Ofvls'ew'as. Our Author does not care to Adopt fuch 
an Opinion, wnich according to him, would be injurious 
to the Purity of the Texeof Scripture, by making it tubj.& 
tothe fame Alterations, which fo otten {poil the Text of 
Profane Authors. | 

Nor does M. Degling approve the Opinions of Wafer, Besa, 
and Pifcetor, who pretend that the word Feremiab has flip’d 
trom the Margin inro the Text ; that St. Matthew wrote only 
the word Prophet, without joyning any Name ; and that fome 
having wrote in the Margin for Explication, the word ¢s, 
which is the Abridgement of Zayzejsthe Tranfcribers by mi- 
flake might read ig which is the Abrevation of segeués and 
brought it into the Text. 

Lightfoot thought he‘had clear’d this Difficulty, by fuppo- 
fing, that St. Matrhew, when he Quotes the Prophet F¥eremzab, 
would fignify thereby the intire Colle€tion of all the Prophets, 
at the Head of whom, (according to Lightfoot.) the Fews 
placed Feremiah, without refpe€t to the order or time, ac- 
cording to which, J/aiah ought to have the firit place. He 
thinks then, that fince the CclleGtion of the Hagrograpba, was 
called the P/alms, becaufe that Book was Publifh’d tirft ; by 
ike reafon, the Volume which contained all the Prophets, 
might be called Feremy. M. Deyling refutes this Opinion, 
by fhowing that this Kanking of the Prophets, upon which 
Lightfoot grounds his Opinion, is not fo Ancient among the 
Fews, aS to merit our Attention; befides, that now a-days, 
the Fews themfelves de{pife, or combat this Tradition. 

Ina Word, our Author not fatisfied with all thefe Solutions, 
relates that of €srotius, which he prefers before the reft, a 
the fureft, moft proper, and molt probable. Grotizs is of 
Opiiton then, that this Prophecy is truly Feremys, but not be- 
ing writ betore among the other Prophefies of this Propher, 
and heing only kept in the memory of the fews, Zachariah is 
the frtt that wrote it down; which does not hinder but that 
it was always taken for a Prophecy pronounced by Feremiab. 
rots. conirms this. Conjetture, from the. Se of 
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St. Matthew in thefe W ords, rare em neg 7 To pn diy SL iepecales 
ze oespirs NivouT@, Then wos fulfiied that which was ,poeen by 
Jeremy the Propher, faying, &c. where we fee the Queftion 
is only of what the Prophet faid, and not of what he wrote ; 
and we have fo much the more reafon to take this Expreffion 
in the Licteral Senfy, becauie we find nothing wiit in Feremiuh 


on this Subjeét. 


ALI. Obfervation. M. Deyling in this Obfervation, inquires 
into the true meaning ot thefe Words ot St. Paw/, 1 Cor. g. 27. 
run'iacw jg TO copa x doudaywyo, I keep under my Bo- 
dy and bring it into Subjeétion, Among the Interpreters 
of Scripture, fome underitand this paffige Litterally, others 
Metaphorically. The former explain it of outward Mortifica- 
tions, with which St. Paw/ affli€ted his Body, and which con- 
fitted according to them, not only in Macerating himfelf, by 
Watching, Falting and Labour, but alfo by Whipping himfelf, 
or other ways of Pennance. 

They ground this Opinion on two Supp »fitions equally Falfe, 
in our Authors Opinion ; one is, that St. Paw/ was very fubjeét 
to the Motions of the Flefh, the othe:, that among all the 
Mortifications made ufé of to reprefs tof: Motions, none is 
more efte€tual than the ufe of Difcipiine. ‘Tis from this Paf- 
fage of St. Pes/, that thofe among the P.fi/is, who favour 
this Cuftom, endeavour to Authorife and thew the Ant quity 
of it, tho *tis certain it began only in the a1th Century, and 
that Cardinal Peter Damien was the firtt Auttor of it. This is 
well known fays our Author, among tire Papifts, many of 
whom, both Ancientand Mcedern, have Utamed this Cuftom 
as Ridiculous, Impious, Erroneous and Scandilous ; in a word, 
contrary to Piety, Modefty, and right Revfon. Among thefe 
Modern Divines, who are againit the Cuttom of voluntary 
Difcipline, he does not forget the Abovr buileax, Doktor of 
the Surbor, Brother to the famous M. De/rreawx, and Author 
of the Book Entituled, Hifforia Flagefion iam, The Hittory 
ofthe Whippers, Printed at Paris in 17-0. He quotes this 


rning 1€ 


Work wich applaufe, as a piece full of Learning, which 
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futes in a Solid and Elegant manner, the Principal Arguments 
of the contrary Party ; and is fo much the Icfs co be fulpe€ted, 
becaufe it came from the Pen of one ftiongiy addifted to the 
Principles.of the Church of Rome. oe 
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M. Déy/ing mentions alfo the Critique de @ Hiftorie des. Fiz. 
eeilavs, writ by M Thiers, and Publifh’d at Paris in 1703. 
‘but he does not feem to make much Account of this Critick, 
and by the way Lavghs at® the Complaifance of that Author, 
who durft not (fays he) difapprove Peter Damiens impertinent 
application of the paflage in the P/a/ms, where David fays, 
Laudate, Deum in Tympano Praife God with the Timbrel, -—~ 
j. e. (according to the Interpretation of this Devout Cardinal, 
Praife God by Whipping your Skis with a Lafh or Red. 

Our Author is fo iat from thinking that voluntary Difciplines 
were in vogue among Chriftians in St. Paw/’s iime, that 
he does not doubt, no more than M. Bor/eaz, but they owe 
their Origne to the Pagan Superftitions, who thought to expiate 
their Crimes by thefe Mortificatfons, as dit. Haver has Learnedly 
proved in his Quveftiones Alnetane, pag. 363. Our Author adds, 
that this had been a very forry method in St. Pax/, to confirm 
thofe in Chriftianity, that were wavering, and to draw them 
off by degrees, from the Pragtice of a Profane Religion, 
to. propoie to them as an Example, a fort of Bodily Mortitica- 
tion, which muft rather have Infpired them with Horrour jor 
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his Doftrine. 
From all which it follows, that St. Paa/’s Expreffion is Fi- 
a gurative; and “tis probable (fays our Author ) that it was 4 


borrow’d from the Gymmnaftique, as tis eafy to prove, by 
throughly examining the Paflage. There is a€tual mention there 
of Wreiiling, and iunning a Race, of their Suiving or Fight- 
ing; upon which M. I‘ey/mg reafons thus. The Verb Gear’. 
egw which fignifies literally, I marder my felf, or to ipeak 
more exidtly, J pluck out my Eyes, isa Verm of the Gladia- 
tors or Fenceis, therefore the Verb Soukaywys, which fignifies 
the A€tion of a Conquering Gladiator or Wretiler bringing the q 
vanguith’d Perfon to the Barrier, ought no more to be taken 
litterally here than the Words of Running, Fighting or Striv- 
ing; and fince ’tis certain that St. Paw/ never appear’d at 
any pubdtick Games, nor ftrove by Running or Fencing. 
Thefe Terms of Running and Striving in this Paffage ougnt 
to be taken only in a Metaphorical Senfe; and conlequenrly the 
2 Verbs cwwr' Cw and dwrayeya, mult be taken in the 
hike Senfe, 7 ¢, as they fignity fimply here; I mortify my Con- 
cupifence, ! endeavour to be Mafter of my Paflions; and not, 
I keep down my Body with Blows, and mortify it with Stripes, 
to 
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to expofe it afterwards to the view of Spetators as a conquered 
Enemy. M. Deyéing maintains this Argument from fome other 
Paflages, which {fhew that the Word rw Gey befides its 
ordinary :Signification, has fometimes anorher more large one, 
and is explained by Affi ‘ing, Humbling, oy Weakening, as we 
find it in Ar iftophanes, ONES wT sche pAdvEAL, 2. €. Cities 
weaken'd and ruin’d by War; fo we read ic 10 St. Luke 18. 5. 
iva pn’ as Teros teyoun vamaln ue. i.e. Leaft at latt this 
Widow come and murther me, 7. ¢. importunac, torment, and 
reproach mes. 

After having fhew’d the Chara&ter of M. Dey/ing, and the 
Method he follows in this Work, fays the Paris Fournalifts, by 
the Extraét we have given of fome of his Obfervations; let us 
now fay fomething to the Difcourfé that finifhes this Volume. 
Tis an Academical Difcourfe pronounced by our Author at 
Wittemberg in 1707. wherein he undestakes to prove, that 
they forma very falfe Idea of the [/ruelites, when they ima- 
gine, as do fome Atheifts and Engiifh Theoriits, that the Abode 
of that People in Egypt made them fo itup:c and dull, that they 
were incapable of contemplating the fuoliine Truths, or to 
worfhip God ina fuitable minner; and iit {5 ’tis no wonder 
that Mo/es, cither thr-ugh his own Stupidity, or by adapting 
himfelt to the Genius of the Nation he tuitruéted, has pub- 
lifhed in the Book aicrio’d to him, fo many Abfurdities as to 
the Creation of rhe Wold, and the Univeri2] Deluge. 

Our Author, purfuant to his Delign, begins with confirming 
his Proots; after which he anfwers the @bjections. His Proofs 
are of 2 forts; fome are founded oa natural Xeafonings, others 
on certain Matters of Fact, that Hiftory bas preferv’d to us. 
He frit lays down tor a Principle, that the Beauty of the Mind 
depending only upon che Organs of the ody, aad priqcipally 
omthe texture of the Brain, and the Confiiitution of the Ani 
mal Spirits, nothing can have more lutiuecce upon that than 
the Country where one dwells, the particular Complexion of 
their Relations, and their own Education or Manner of I ife. 
Now he finds all thofe 3 ouc.vard Cautes were very favourable 
tothe Ifraelites born in tgypt, and by Confequence that they 
mutt have had as good Senic and Spirit as any people that had 
the beft Charafter, in that refpect. 
 Eggpt (faysM. Dej/ing ) is 2 pleafant and fruitful Cougtry, 
whofe Heat is tempei'd by the overflowing of the Ny/e, by the 
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North Winds and Rains: The Air is pure and wholefome, and 
therefore very proper to contribute to the advantageous Quali. 
ties of the Mind. Hence we have had at all times Men of fine 
Spirits from Egypt, as a Conntry that abounded with them, 
Twas trom thence that molt Arts were fpread among other 
People. “Twas there where the greateft Philofophers of Greece 
went to be inftru€ted in the moit fecret Myfteries both of Reli- 
gion and Nature. 
Our Author afterwards reviews the Anceftors of the I/rae/ites, 
who all appear to him to have been Men of a fuperior Genius. 
The firtt he mentionsis Alrabam: He obferves, that this Pa- 
triarch being born among the Ca/deans, learned from them thofe 
Sciences upon which they valued themfelves, and among others 
Aftronomy ; which, by his means, were communicated to the 
Egyptians. Ifaac being ec.ucated by fo learned a Father, certain- 
ly would not negleét the Education of histwo Sons. Facod 
gave Proofs of his Wit and Induft:y by the gieat Acquifition he 
made of Cattle, and other Goods, and by an ingenious Expe- 
dient he made ule of to augment his Flocks fo much. He tor- 
got not to tranfmit his Talents to his numerous Polterity, trom 
whom came the I/raelites. But without confidering the Merit 
ot his other Children, it fuffices (lays M. Deylixg) to confi- 
der Fofeph’s Capacity, who became the firit M nilter of the 
King ot Egypt, and furpaffed all the Fgyptians in Wifdoin ard 
Policy. Our Auchor comes afterwards to Mo/fes, and arrerts, 
that this Law giver was not behind any of tie Patriarchs in 
Senfe, whether we confider the manner of his Education ac the 
Court of Pharash, where he was intirutted ia all the Wiidom 
of the Feyptians ; or, if we confider, the wonderful Conds& 
with which he govern’d the I/rvelites, or refle&t on the Praifcs 
he received from the Pagans themtelves, among whom Chalei- 
dius cal him a Propher , Eupolemus the fi ft wife Moi; and 
Numenius, the molt wile. We muft not imagine ( adds M. 
Deyling ) that all the Wit of the Nation was contained in Mo- 
fes alone, fince we fee from Scripture, that there were among 
the I/raedites a great many excellent Workmen of all forts, who 
made ufe of their Skill for building the Tabernacle, the Ark of 
the Covenant, and the Golden Calf. From all this our Author 
concludes, that inttead of accufing them of dulnefs, we ought 
rather to conclude, that there were few People in the World 
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-comparble to them for the Qualities of their Mind, 
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A Specimen of an help for the more eafy and c’ear undeflanding of the 
Holy Scriptures; being Se. Faul’s two Epiftles to the Theflalonians 
and bis Epiftle to the Galatians explained after the following Method, 
viz. 1. The Original or Greek Texe amended, according to the bet 
and moft Ancient Readings. 11. The common Englith Tranflation ren- 
dered more agreeable to the Original. II]. A Paraphrafe, wherein not 
only the diffieule Expreffions or Paffages are explained, but alfo the De- 
fign of the Apoltle 1 each Epiftle, and the Methed usd by him in pro- 
fecuting his Defign, 13 fet forth by proper Divifions into Se@ions and Para- 
graphs 5 the Contents of the feveral Divifions being not only fee down in 
their proper places, but allo exhibsted allrogether in one View by 4 Synop- 

fis fubjoyn'd to each Ep:ftle. LV. Short Annotations relating (as occafion 

requires) 0 tle feveral particulars aforementioned, Oxford, Printed at 
soe Theater, for J. Suphens, and are to b Sold only by James Knapton 

at the Crown in Ss. Paul’s ChureheYard, London. Pr. 25. 420 p. 76. 


17¢9. 


S jt is not to be deny’d but that the Divilion of the Sacred Books 
€X into Chapters and Verfes is of great Conveniency in referring 
to Paflages of Scripture, fo our Author confeffes that the fame Divifion 
isnot altogether free from Inconveniency ; as it feéms to have been 
the occafion of mifunderflanding feveral Places of Scripture, and of not 
clearly feeing the Drift and Delign of the Infpir’d Writers, and the 
Method us’d by them in profecuting their Defign. 


Now this Inconveniency, he rightly oblerves, arifes from Mens be- 
ing apt to pive too much regard to the receiv'd Divifion into Chapters 
and Verfes ; inafmuch as hence it comes to pafi, that they are often 
mifled fo far as to think that fuch a Sentence or Argument begins or 
ends with fuch a Verfe, or fuch an Head of Difcourfe with fuch a 
Chapter, when ’tis very often quite Otherwife; fome Sentences, or 
Arguments, (perbaps) neither beginning nor ending with a Verfe, nor 
~ fome Heads of Difcourfe with a Chapter. And Men being thus mi. 

ftaken, "tis no wonder that they are wont to be ata lofs for the genu- 
Ine and true Senfe of the Sacred Writings, and for due Connection 


between their feveral Parts. 
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Thefe Confiderations put Dr. 422: upon attempting a new Divifion 
of the Sacred Books, after fuch a Method asfhould feem moft proper 
and conducive to remove the toremention’d Inconveniencies ; viz By 
Dividing each Book into Se¢tions, and fhewing the General Heads 
created of therein ; and each Section into Paragraphs, fhewing the fe- 
vera} Particulars relating to the faid SeCtion, or General Head ; ar the 
fame time not wholly laying afide the common Divilion into Chaprers 
and Verfes, but retaining "em fo far as to take notice of ‘em in a run- 
ning line. And becaufe it is of great ufeto have a clear aad diiing 
Notion of the Defign and Methed in cach Eptile, therefore the better 
to convey and fetrle the fame in the Mind of his Reader, the Dr. has to 
each Epiltle fubjoynd a Synepfis of the Sectionsand Paragraphs, where. 
by is reprefented in one View the Delign and Methed of the Apotile 
in the foregoing Kittle. 


And that thisUndertaking might be yet more Beneficial, he judg'd 
it requilite to interweave with the Scripture it felt, a Paraphrale, to 
explain the Scriptural Phra‘e and Manner of Expreilion; and alfa te 
unfold and lay open more fully the Strength of the Arguments made 
ule of by the Sacred Writers 5 as alfo the Conne‘tion between the fe. 
veral Parts of the Sacred Books, which fome are too forward to com- 
plain of, as wanting in the Infpird Pen- Men, efpecially St. Paw. The 
Text it (elf, our Author has put in the Roman Character, and. the Pa- 
raphrafe in the Italick ; and he has omitted the Books made ule of by 
fome, as unneceffary, and ferving too much to cumber the Pages, 
efpecially in the prefent Cafe, where the Additions made to the Text, 
in the common Tranflation, are very {mall , and even of thefe many, 
if rot the moft, can’t be properly calld Additions, being no more than 
the. Pronoun, or Verb, actually exprefs'd in our Tranflation, out of 
compliance to the Eng/sf Idiom, which wi'l nor allow of the fame to 
be underftood in like manner as the Greek dues = Our Author thought 
it farther convenient to adjoin fome fhort Annotations, chiefly referring 
to fuch parallel places of Scripture as tend to contrm the Interpretation 
he gives of the Place to which the Annotations belong. 


This, Our Author tells us, was the Platform of his Defign, drawn 
up above two Years ago; and fome Accidents intervening + hich 
hindered his proceeding to Print for fome time, he met at the laft witb 
Mir. Loek’s. Performance of this kind; and after a perufal of is, he reils 
ws, that becant find that. Mr. Lecks Paraphrafe bus render’d his own 
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fuperfluous and necdlefs, for thefe two Reafons: wiz. Fist, Becaute 
two of the three Epiitles which make up the Specimen before us, arc 
not at all meddied with by Mr. Lock: And, Secondly, Becaufe Mr. Lock’s 
Method of Dividing the Third, is very different from Dr. Wellr’s : 
Mr. Lock Dividing the Epiftle to the Galatiaus, (as well as all the reft 
that he has done) only into fo many Sections, thereby multiplying as 
it were too much the general or diflinct Heads of the Epiftle ; where- 
as ‘tis the Doctor's Opinion, that a much better way to convey to the 
Reader, and hx in his Mind a jut Notion of the Delign and Method 
of each Fpiltle is, to diftinguifh it into as few Seétions, or diftine 
Heads as may be; and then to ‘ubdivide each Setinn into Paragraphs, 
fhewing the feveral particulars which relate to each SeClion. And 
this lait way Dr. #2ds has follow’d in the prefent Specimen upon thefe 


three of St, Paui’s Epiitles, 


And whereas Dr. Mill.'s New Teftament came out about the time 
when our Author was employ’d upon thefe Subjects, he look d upon 
this asa good opportunity given him, otf adding another Improvement 
to what he at firft defign’d ; viz. Of Printing the Greek Text amended 
according to the Ancient Readings or Copies, and fetting down the 
Authority he goes upon when any fuch Amendment is mace. 


And after he had rcfolv’d upon this, the Dr. was of Opinion that 
the Work would be fill more complere, by adjoyning to the Gree# 
Text, our Engiifh Bible’ Tranflation amended, and rendred more agree. 
able to the Original: What Amendments our Author has made, are 
mark’d with an Afterisk : And one Amendment he has obferved our 
Bible Tranflation (tands in need of, whichis occafioned by rendering the 
fame Word in the Original, by different Words in the Tranflation - 
Of this. he tells us, there are cwo or three In{tances in the Epzitle tc 
the Galatians, Chap 2. viz V. 2. 7ets Soxsex is rendered in our Bible, 
10 them that were of Reputation, and that agrecably to the intent of the 
Apottle ; but v.6 ci Soxtv'ss in the later pare of the Verley ix 
rendered, they who feemed to be fomewhat, and that it feems in reference 
to i7d toy Sons: tay avai at the beginning of the Verfe, which 
is there rendered alfo, of them who Jecmed so be fomewhat: Now out 
Author obferves that it is obvious that thefe two Expreffions, shey hae 
were of Reputation. and they who Jeemed to be fomewhas, carry in them 
two very different Ideas, not properly applicable to the fame 
Perfons, and yet St. Pau! all along ipeaks of the fame Perlis ; 
and that not by way of Contempt, but with a due Refpect > W hence 
it follows, that the fame manner of Expreifion fhould have been kept 
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in each Place of our Tranflation, as well as it is in the Original. He 
produces another Inftance of this Defect, and fays, There are many o- 
(hers to be met with of the fame kind, befides what he men- 
tions. 


Upon the whole of the Method he has taken, the Dr. obferves 
that the Judicious Reader having, in this Work, laid down before 
him in one View the Original, Tranflation, and Parapbrafe, will thereby 
be enabled the more ealily and readily to Judge of the Interpretation 
he has given in the Paraphrafe ; and if he is miftaken to fet him 
right. 


And whereas it may be asked our Author, why he thought good 
to Printno more at a time than the prefent fhort Specimen, he took 
this Method, for thefe following Reafons ; viz Fir, That if what he 
has done fhould be generally difapproved, or judgd needlefs, he might 
be the more readily excus’d, as he has troubled the Publick but with 
alittle of it: And, Secondly, that if it fhould be generally approved, 
he might not only be the more encousaged to goon, but alfo might 
entertain greater hopes of bringing this Work in time to fome due Per- 
feftion ; namely, through the advice and affiftance of others 5 inaf- 
much as fuch as would not care, or have not time to examine larger 
Volumes, may poflibly be induced by the fmallnefs of this Specimen, and 
the like Pieces which may follow, carefully to Perufe it, and make 
Alterations, where it may be altered for the better ; and if they Com. 
municate their Obfervations, with relatior; to what may be altered to 


Advantage, to the Dr. he promifes toreceive them thankfully, and to 
give them due Confideration. 


His firlt Specimen confifts of fome of St. Paul's Epiftles, becau’ 
thofe Epiftles in general are look’d upon as the moft difficult of the 


Sacred Writings ; and of thefe, he chofe firft thofe to the Theffalonians, 
becaufe he determin’d to treat of them in the Order, in which they 
were Written ; and ‘tis agreed by the Learned, that thefe two were 
the firft which St. Pau! Writ. As tothe Epiftle to the Galatians, the 
Dr. tells us, there is fome {mall Difpute abour the precife time when it 
was Written; but he was determin’d to undertake in the third Place, 
this Epi‘tle (rather than that to the Romans, or thofe to the Corinthians) 


on account of its being, by reafon of its fhortnels, more agreeable to 
his intent of Publithing at firft, only a Specimens 
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If the Doftor goes on, he intends to Publith next the Epiilie to the 
Romans, being induc’d thereto, by reafon of the great Affinity of the 
Subject Matter thareof, with that to the Galatians; what is difpatch’d 
in the latter, being largely and fully difcu&'d in the former; which 
contains, in our Author’s Opinion, an entire View of the Divine 
Oeconomy, as to the Salvation of Mankind. During the delays of 
the Prefs, which the prefent Specimen has met with, the Dr. has {pene 
fome time already on the Fpiitle to the Romans ; whereby he finds 
that to fay all that is requifite to be faid, (in order to give the Raakie 
a rightand clear Notion, both cf the Dottrine therein Taught by the 
Apoltie, and alfo of the Arguments whereby he proves and maintains 
his Doctrine} will run out into too great a Bulk to be contain’d either 
in a Paraphrale, or in Annotations, or in a Preface, or any Proemial 


Difcourfe, and will better make a diftinct Treatife by it felf: Which, 
if compleated, by reafon of its Treating of the moft Important Heads 
of the Chriftian Religion, which have been of late Ages fo much con- 
troverted, might, in the Dr's. Opinion, in fome meafure, ferve Young 


Students as an Introdsiétion to true Chriftian Divinity, 


Before each Fpilile in the Specimen Dr. ds has prefix: 
a fhort Preface; and in the Preface to the firft Epiftle to the Theffalo- 
nians, he fays, that it was Written the firlt of all the Epiftles of Se. 
Paul that are extant among the Canonical Books of the New Tefta- 
ment, viz. about 4. D. 52. The main Delign of it being to confirm 
the Theffalonians, not long before Converted by St Paul, in their Chri- 
flian Profeffion , notwith{tanding the Affliftions rhey had, or fhould 
meet with on that Account: This is more particularly the Subject of 
the firft three Chapters, the feveral Parts whereof are excellently adapr- 
ed to the Apoftle’s Defign, as willappear by the Marginal Notes ad- 
joyn’d by our Author to the feveral Paragraphs. In the two remain- 
ing Chapters, the Apoflle gives his The/falomian Converts fuch Inftructi- 
ons as he Thought moft fuitable to their prefent Circumftances, &e, 
Asto the Place from whence this Epiltle was Writ, our Author is of 
Opinion, that ’tis with good Reafon generally thought by the Judici- 
ous to be Corinth ; for though ’tis {ub{cribed from Athens, yet the Dr. 
obferves, that ft is with gsod Reafon that the Subfcriptions added to 
the Epiltles of St. Paul, are Judged by the Learned to be of no great 
Authority, as they are not the fame in all Copies, are different m the 
Syriac and Arabick Verfions, and are wholly wanting in fome ancient 


Greek Copies Hence he obferves, that they are reafonably fuppofed to 
¥C 
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have been at firit added only upon probable Conjectures; and that 
when at any time they truly reprefent the Place whence, or Perfunb 
whom the Epittle was fent, it isnot that they are of themfelves to be re- 
lyed upon, but becaufe there is fome other concurring Authority to con. 
hrm the fame. 


“pon this ore itis, continues our Author, that although the Sub- 
(cripsion at the end of this tirft Epiitle to the Theffaloni.ss, fays thar it 
was Weit from Athens ; yet the Learned Judge this to be no other than 
a miftake (ariling, perhaps, from the mention made of Athens, Ch. 3, 1.) 
and do rationally infer, that this Epiltle was rather Writ from Corinth, 
inafmuch as the Infcriptin running thus, Paul and Sslvanus and Tsmotty, 
plainly fhews that Sileanus and Timothy were with St. Paul when he 
Writit: Bur thefe are exprefly fuid, aéfs 13 1--§. notto havecone 
from Macedonia ‘till after St. Paul was departed from Athens, and was 
come to Corinth ; whence therefore ‘tis molt probably collected this 
Epiltle was Written by St. Pauls . 





In his Preface to the fecond Epiftle, Dr. #4%ts obferves, thar ir js 
Benerally, and with great probability, fuppos’d to have been Writ 
within a fhorttime after the former; vz. 4.D 52, or ¢2. and from 
Corinth: The chief occafion of it was torectify the miftakes of the 
Theffalon:ans concerning the Day of Judgment’s being at hand ; and ha- 
ving this occafion to Write to them, he takes the opportuniry to 
commend their growth in theFaith,and to exhort them toPerfeverance; 
clofing his Epiftle with Dire@tions tor the future, efpe ially concerning 
the Biforderly and ‘dle. And notwithftanding it is faid in the Sub- 
{cription to this Epiftle, that it was Writ from Athens ; yet the Dr. ob- 
ferves, that it is generally, and with greateft probability, fupposd by 
the Learned to have been Writ (as well as the firft) from Cor:md ; in- 
afmuch as in the Infcription of the fecond Epiftie, as well as in that of 
the firft, mention is made of Silvanus and Timo'b:, who feem to have 
left St. Paul before he left Corinth to Zo to Syria ; as is inferr’d from 
Aéls 18. 18 where mention is made only of Prsfesta and Aquila failing 
with him into Syria: Befides that, the scripture Hiltcry is altogether 
filent as to any return of St. Paul from Corinth to Athens. 

The Epiftle to the Galatians, Dr. H%2s tells us, is thought by the 
Learned in Chronology, to have been Writ abour 4 D. 57, oF 53. 
Qn this occafion ; viz. Some fhort time after Se. Paw/ had Converted 
the Galatians, fome Judaizers got amongi{t them, who went about to 
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perfwade them, that in order to their Salvation, "twas necedfary to de 
Circumcis'd, and to obferve other Rites of the Lew: and the are 
eafily to induce the Galatians to receive this their falfe Dottrine, they 
crafrily reprefenred St.Paul asanApofile only at /ecend bend, and who dig 
net fo thoroughly underftand the dehgn of the Gofpel as did Peter and 
James ard Fobn who were made Apoftles by Chrif? himielf ; fceming 
alfa ts intimate that thefe other Apofiles were of their Mind, and did 
maintain Circumcificn to be ftill neceffary ; nay, and that St. Paw/ 
himielt did clewhere Preach and Practife Circumcilion, Thefe being 
the Arguments made ule of by thefe Judaizers, Se. Paul bepins rhis 
Fpittle with vindicating the Authority, both of his Apottlethip, and 
DoXtrine, by Contiderations drawn from fach Circumftances as at- 
tended ’’em ; proceeding in the nexr pla.e, to Effablifh the Truth of 
his Doctrine from the Scripture ; demunitrating after this, the great 
Weakne's and Folly of the Galatians, in poing about to fubject them- 
felves to the Law; and concluding his Epiftle with Inftructious how te 
bchave themielves for the rime to come, 


This Epiftle, our Author tells us, is probably conjc&tur’d to have 
been Writ, either at Ephefus. during St. fowls flay there, mentioned 
A&s 19, 20. or elfe at tras, during, his itay there, mentioned Aus 20. 
6. And whereas ’tisfaid in the Sublcription, that this Epiftle to the 
Galatsans was Written from Rome the Dr. f.ys that this, as well as the 
other Sub{criptions, found at the end «f St. Pauls Epitles, is wholly 
omitted infome, and varicufiy exprefs din cther Copies: And that in 
the Preface to the Latin Copies it is ab Epbefo, which he looks upon as 
much mure agreeable to tne Truth than the c .mmon Reading: Invf- 
much as ‘tis evident from Chap. 1.0.6, that this Epiftie was Writ in 
alittle time after St. Paw! had been with the Galatians, whereas he had 
never been at Rome till many Years atter. 


Fora Talte of the nature of Dr 42's Performance in this Specimen. 
I thall prefent the Readcr with bis Paraphrate upon the rgb. and 2086. 
Veries of the 2d Chaprer o1 this Epi te ro the Gelateans, which have 
always been leok’d upon as containing fometbirg of ditheulty i them, 
and icave him to complude ot the ret trom thence. 





The Words of the Text are thefe, * VW herefore then ferves the 
*Law? Ir.was added becaute * Tranigrefiions, ’tili the seed thoud 
* come to whom the Promife was made ; and it was ordaind by An- 


* gelsin the Hand of a.Vicdiatos. Now a Mediator ix not a wag °# 
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© of one, but God is one. And Dr, W%ds's Paraphrafe of this Famous 
Paflage is as follows. 


Sie Se 


Cifitbe ask’d, wherefore then ferves the Law, if the Inheritance of 
‘ Eternal Life, or in one Word, Juflitication, be not by the Law ? 
‘T anfwer it was added after the Promife Lecaufe of Tranfgreffions, i. ¢. 
* To fpeak diftintly to each part of the Law, the Moral Law was add. 
‘ed, that Tranfgreffions of a like nature with that of Adam’s, namely, 
€ again{t a pofitive Law enforc’d with the Penalty of Death, might be 
© multiply’d, or committed by others, as well as Adam ; that hereby 
‘ thofe under the Law might be convine'd of their great Sinfulnets, in- 
© afmuch as even the Penalties of the Law, were not able to reflrain 
“them from Tranfgreffing it; and being thus convine’d, might be 
* thereby the more difpos’d to embrace the Gofpel. But the Ceremonial 
‘Law, which is chiefly concern’d in this Difpute, was added even 
after the Moral Law for the Tranfgreffions of the [raelites by Idola- 
‘try, particularly in Making and Werfhipping the Golden C»’: - 
“namely, it was added partly as a Burden, and a Punilhnies: |; 
* fuch their Sin, and partly asa Means to keep them from runnin ‘a 
* to the Idolatrous Rites of the Heathens; and being added on ‘ef 
* Accounts, it was by the W ildom of God adapted in fevera] relpects 
‘to fignify the Mefiah, and Defign of the Gofpel. Now {uch being 
* the End and Defign of giving the Law, “tis eafy to ccnceive that it 
* was not defagn’d to be perpetual, but of Force only “#:d tie Seed fhould 
© come #0 whom the Promise was made, i. e+ “til the time fhould come 
© when the Gofpel of Cérif fhould be Preach’d, and fuchas did receive 
‘it, whether Fews or Gentiles, fhould thereby be ingralted into Chri 
‘by Faith, and become the one true Spiritual Secd of: dbrabam, to 
“whom the Promife of Eternal Life does appertain. And to the foree 
* mentioned end of the Law, is agreeabie alfo the manner of its delivery ; 
* for it was Ordain'd, or Deliver‘d, not by God himéelf, as was the 
* Promife; nor immediately by the Son of God, as was the Gofpel, 
© but by Angels in the Hands of a Mediator, Nivies. 
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9 20. Nowa Mediator is not a Mediator of oney but fuppofes two con- 
“tending Parties: Bus God is always one and the@yme, and therefore 
‘would have fhewn himfelf as Gracious to the Iraelises, as he was to 
* their Forefathers, had they not offended him by. their great and 
* heinous Sins, particularly that of Idolatry, which occafion’d the gi- 
* ving of the Ceremonial Law, and the interpofition of Mojes, as 2 Me 


*diator therein. Had it not been for fuch their great Wi koone’y 
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‘God would never have Burdened them with the Yoke of the Ceremo. 
‘wial Law, as never intending it for them to feek Juflitication by 
* but on the contrary intending, as he is one and the fame God both of 
‘ Jews and Gentiles, to Jultity both after one and the fame manner: 2°. 
‘the Jew by Faith, and the Gensile through Faith. mon 
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HE Algebra of Fein Alexander is what every one is fo well ac 

uainted with, who is ever fo moderately vers’d inthat Beau- 
tiftul Art, that I] need fay |iitie of this new Tranflation of it in this 
place ; only in general, that it is well Printed, and feems to be Cor- 
rectly Tranflated: This Piece begins with the Arithmetick of Alge- 
bra, both in whole Numbers, and Fractions ; proceeding afterwards 
to Treat of the Lavention, DiftinGion, Refolution, &c. of the Alge- 
braick AP quations ; and producing in the next place a great number of 
Queftions, fuch as afford fome Simple , and fome Square A-quations. 
After thefe, follows the Author’s Linear Algebra, in order ro the 
Geometrick ConftruCtion of /E.quations, and then feveral Queflion: 
with their Solutions, which cannot with any Convenience be Tran- 


crib’d into this Place. 


In a Work of fo fmall compafs, as this of Foln Alexander's, Mr. 
Ditton obferves, that the Author could at leaft but lightly touch on 
many Things, which are very Ufeful in the Practice of Algebra; and 
open a way to the Explaining the Abftrufer Parts of fo Profound an 


Art. Uporr this Account, he was willing to fupply fuch a Detect, 


in fome meafure, by the prefent Appendix , with an intent to make 


the Book {till more Ufeful to Young Beginners, &e, 
This Appendix begins with a Chapter on the Nature and Origin of 


Powers, which, though ‘Fobn Alexander has given a Dehinition of in 


their proper Place, Mr. Diston repeats with fome little Alteration to 
Zz this 
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this purpofe ; viz. A Power is a Product arifing from one, or more 
Multiplications, always made by the fame Quantity, beginning from 
Unity, as being the Term firft to be Multiply a: From this Defini- 
tion, he oblerves, that the Powers of the fame Quantity are a Series 
of continu'd Geometrical Proportionals: And after this he fhews the 
Algebraick Notation of the Indices, or Exponents of Powers, which 
are us'd to fhew whether the Power be the Firit, Second, Third, ot 
Fourth, 3c. and whether they be Numbers or Letters, are commonly 
placed at the Top of the Algebraical Letters, on the right fide 


of if. 


As to the Arithmetical Operations, with relation to Powers, he 
lays down thefe Rules ; wz. Fujt, That any Powers (of the fame 
Quantity) are multfply'd into one another, by the addition of the 
Exponents ; and that the Divifion of Powers is done by the SubtraAi. 
on of the Exponents ; that the Elevation of Powers to other Powers, 
is done by multiplying the Exponents: and that the Extraction of all 
manner of Roots, is done. by the dividing of the Exponents ; or more 
largely, with reference to the lalt Rule if any Root is to be Ex. 
tracted, the Index of the Power propos'd, is to be divided by the 
Index of that Power, whofe Root is requir'd, Se. 


The Second Chapter of this Appendix Treats of Surd, or Irrationa! 
Quantities, which are Roots of fuch a Nature, as are not capable of 
being exprelsd in Rational Numbers: And of thefe, there are two 
forts, Commenfurable, and Incemmenfurable; and in order to find how 
any given Surd bears it felt to another, in thefe Refpects, the Rule js 
to reduce them both to the moft Simple Terms, by finding out, and 
applying the greateft common Divifor ; and if the Quotients are to 
one another, as a Rational Quantity is to a Rational Quantity, they 
are Commenfurable ; if otherwife, they are Incommenfurable. As to tite 
Addition and Subftrattion of Surd Quantities, Mr. Ditton obferves, that 
there is nothing more to be done, if they are found Commen/urable, 
than that the Quantities plac'd without the Radical Sign be added ro, 
or Subftracted from one another, or that the Sum, and Difference, be 


multiply’d into the Quantity under the Radical Sign. 


The Muitiplication of Surd Quantities Commenturable, is perfornyd 
by multiplying the Parts which are without the Radical Sign into one 
another, and the Product into that which is contain’d under the Ra- 
dical Sign; and the Divifion of them is performed by dividing the 

Quantities 
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Quantities which are without the Radical Sign ; that which arifes from 
the Divifion being the Quotient. Mr. Ditton Teaches us farther the 
Addition, Subftraction, Multiplication, and Divifion of Incommenfura- 
ble Surd Quantities ; and after he has done with them, adds an excel- 
lent and eafy Rule for the Extracting of Roots out of Binomials, con- 
fifting of Integer, and Radical Quadraties, which Sir Ieee Newton has 
given us in the late Edition of his Algebra: This Rule Mr. Ditron de. 
monftrates, and inveftigates feveral ways, but I cannot oblige the 


1 


Reader either with the Rule it felf, its Demonftration, or Inveftiga. 
tions, in this place. 


Mr. Ditton’s third Chapter is concerning the way o Separating, and 
Expreffing unknown Quantities, when Equations are propos 'd, which 
contain divers; and in order to this, he tells us itis neceflary that 
the Young Beginner fhould frit of ai! confider thefe two Things, viy. 
Whether the Equations propos'd are really diftinct, or depend not on 
each other ; and whether they are more or fewer, or equal in Num- 
bers with the unknown Quantities which are contain’d in them : For 
when there are as many Equations as unknown Quantities, and ec 

A ? y > . . 
verfa, then all of ’em may be reduc’d to ene Equation, in which one 
unknown Quantity only fhall remain. 


That is, proceeds our Author, all the unknown may be caft our by 
convenient Subftitutions, one only excepted, whofe value fhal] be 
had in pure known Quantities; and then by the given Relations of 
the reit which are unknown to this one, they will alfo be eatily 
difcover d. 

If there are more Equations than unknown Quantities, then by 
reafon of the Superfluous Number of Equations, various limitations 
of the Quantities among{t themfelves will neceffarily arife; and from 
{ome repugnant Suppolitions very frequently a Contradiction, or an 
Impofhibility: But if there are more unknown Quantities than Equa- 
tions, neverthelefs one or more of the unknown Quantities may al- 
ways be taken away, and fo an Equation may be found, by which the 
Relations of the others may be determin’d: For when the Operation 
is finifttd, one or more of the unknown will remain, becaufe by the 
lhelp of one Equation only ene unknown can be taken away ; and 
therefore fo many can never be taken away as are comprehended in 
the Equations ; fince by the Hypothefis their number exceeds the 


mumber -of Equations propos’d: But the greater that excels is, the 
Le 2 more 
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more of the unknown Quantities will remain at Iaft : And the number 
of them which do remain, will be equal to the fum of Unity, and the 
Difference aforefaid , that is, if the Unknown are more by one, than 
the Equatione, two will remain ; if by two, three ; and fo on. 


Mr. Ditton produces after this, fome Examples by which thef 
Generals may be the betcer underitood, which the Nature of this 
Work will not permit me to Tranf-ribe into this Place ; and concludes 
this Chapter with Sir Iaac Newton's three Flegant Rules for the throw- 
ing out of Unknown Quantities, which are as follows in Sir Iase’s 
ewn Words. 
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‘ Fir?t, When the Quantity to be thrown out is of one Dimenfion 
* only in both the Equations, both its Values are to be enquir’d by the 
‘Rules of Reduétion, and one to be equalld to the other : Secund'y, 
‘ When in one of the Equations at leaft, the Quantity to be thrown 
‘out is only of one Dimenfion, the Value of it is to be enquir'd in 
‘that, andto be Subjtiruted for it felf in the other Equaticn: Thirdly, 
* When in neither of the Equations the Quantity to be thrown out 
‘is of one only Dimenfion, the Value of the greateft Power of it is 
* tobe fought in each Fquation ; and then if thofe Powers are not the 
“fame, the Equation which has the leffer Power is to be multiply’d 
‘ by the Quantity to be thrown out; or by its Square, or Cube, €2,, 
* that it may be one of the fame Power as in the other Equation, 
“ Then the Values of thofe Powers are to be fuppos’d equal, and a 
“new Equation will come forth where the greateft Power, or Dimen- 
* fion of the Quantity to bethrown out is leffen’'d : And by repeating 
this Operation, that Quantity will at lat be thrown out. 
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Mr. Ditton’s Fourth Chapter is pretty large, and Treats of the Na- 
ture of Equations; but I cannot give the Subftance of it here, without 


cumbering the Page with a multitude of Analytical Symbols, and 
therefore muft refer the Reader, ia this Cafe, to the Book it 


felf. 


The Fifth Chapter Treats of the Nature of Problems in General, 
and of their various Diftin@tions: Where Mr. Dition firlt Diftinguifhes 
them into Determinate, and Indeterminate the former, being uch 
admit of but one Solution, or a certain Determinate number of Sols- 
tions ; and the later thofe which will admit of an Indefinite nucaber of 
Solutions which wilf anfwer all their Conditions. 
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In Geometry an Indeterminate Problem is when a Point fought, i, 
which all the Conditions of the Problem are fully fatisfy’d, may be 
indifferently taken through a certain Extenfion, of whatever Dimen- 
Gons that Extenfion be, whether a Line, a Surface, ora Solid: And 
this Extenfion, the feveral Points of which being taken at pleafure, 
will fo anfwer the Conditions of the Problem, is commonly cail’d a 
Place, and the Problems of that kind Local, or fuch as relates to 


Places. 


And a Place, proceeds our Author, arifes from want of Matter, 
or Conditions in the Problem, by which it comes to pafs, that as many 
Fquations are not fupply d as there are required Unknown Quantities. 
Asif (for Example) we fhould fuppofe two Unknown Quantities in 
any Problem, and having an{wer’d all the Conditions of it, there is 
Matter afforded only forthe finding out of one of them, then one of 
the Unknown Quantities would be neceflarily exprefsd in the Terms 
of the other, and the given Quantities > And f that Unknown Quan= 
tiry to which no Equation an{wers may be taken at pleafure ; and as 
many different Values for the other Unknown may be found out, as 
we imagine the other taken at liberty to have: And fince thefe Values 
may be Infinite, there will be alfo an infinite number of Points by 
which the Conditions of the Problem may be accurately anfwered ; 
that is, for the Solution of fuch a Problem, there will come out a cer- 


tain Extenfien, which Geometrictans commonly call a Place. 


A Locus, or Place in General, Mr. Ditton makes threefold ; Locu: 
ad Lineam, ad Superficiem, © ad Solidum, Locus ad Lineam is, wher 
the Point which Satistes the Problem is found in a Line, whether 
Right or Curve ; and that by reafon of the Defeét of one Condition 
only, which is wanting to render the Problem wholly Determinate 
Again, he makes Locus ad Lineam fourfold; viz. Simple, Plane, Solid, 
and Surfolid: A Simple Place, is when the Point which Satisfies the 
Problem is found in a Right Line; a Plane Place, when the fame is 
found in the Circumference of a Circle; a Solid Place, when it is 
found inany other Conic Settion belides a Circle, as Ellipfiz, Hyperbola, 
or Parabola ; a Surfolid Place, when in a Curve of Superior Genders, 
or more Compounded then Conic Sections are. 


Locus ad Superficiem, Mr, Ditton tells us, is, when there being two 
Conditions wanting to determine any Point which fatisfies a Problem, 
that Point may be taken throughout the Extention of fome Superticies, 
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viz. either Plane or Curve: And Locus ad Solidum is, when three 
Conditions are wanting to the Determination of the Point fought ; 
which Place may be concluded either under Plane, or Gurve, or mixt 
Superficies, and thofe either Determin'd or Indefinitely Extended 
Whence Mr. Ditton obferves, that Equations, to which Problems are 
brought, where the Place iseither in a Surface, or aSolid, ought to be 
Identical ; that is, fuck that having performed the Conditions, and 
duly reduced thei, one and the fame Quantity will be found on both 
ides of the Equation, &c. 


After he has done with {peaking about Indeterminate Problems, our 
Author comes to {peak of thofe which are Deserminate, which the 
Geometricians divide into four Claffes ; viz. into Simple, Plane, So- 
lid, and Surfolid. A Simple Problem, he calls that in which, after an 
Equation has undergone the laft Reduction, the Unknown Quantity 
does not afcend beyond one Dimenfion, and therefore only Right Lines 
are neceflary to the Confruction of it. A Plane Problem is when (an 
Equation being brought to the moft Simple Form) the Unknown 
Quantity afcends no higher than a Square or two Dimenfions; and 
the Conftruction (that is the Geometrical Solution) may be performed 
by making ufe of Right Lines and Circles. 


A Solid Problem, Mr. Ditton defines to be fuch an one, as when the 
ReduGtion is finifhed, the Unkown Quantity in it afcends to three or 
four Dimenfions, and therefore cannot be found, or the Equation 
Conftructed but by the help of a Circle, and one of the Conic Sections. 
And a Sufalsd Problem is, when the Unknown Quantity arifes to hve 
or fix, feven or eight, nine or ten Dimentions , the Equation being 
not to be reduc’d to lower Dimenfions ; the Conflruction of which, 
befides a Circle, neceflarily requires a Curve of the Second, Third, 
Fourth Gender, ec. 


From thefe Definitions it follows, that a Simple Problem has but one 
Solution, a P/ane not more than two, nor a So/id more than four ; nor 
a Surfolid, bythe help of a Circle, and a Curve of the fecond Gender, Ge. 
more than fix: For two Right Lines cut one another only in one 
Point, a Right Line and a Circle in two only, a Circle and a Conic 
Se@tion in no more than four, nor a Circle and a Curve of the fecond 
gender ig more than hx. 
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Mr. Diston proceeds in the next place, to deliver a General way of 
Conftructing all Solid Problems reduc’d to an Equation of three or 
four Dimentions, by the help of a Circle and one of the Conic Sections, 
as it is done in Des Cartess Geometry ; and then givcs us an Inveftj- 
gation of the Famous Mr. Baker's Central Rule: But for thefe particu- 
culars, as they cannot be {poke of Intelligibly without Schemes, { 
mutt refer the Reader to the Book I have been endeavouring to give 
him a Notion of. ' 





“ 


The Preacher. The Third Part. Containing farther Rules and Advice for the 
Right Difcharging of the Sacred Office of Preaching. With Animadverfions 
on fome Paffages in the Book. Intitul’d, The Whole Duty of Man, and 
in the late Writings of Dr. Hicks, Dr. Nicholls, Mr. Bennet, A. Clark, 
and Mr. Dodwell. Together with a Vindication of the Firft Pare of the 
Preacher, from the Unjuft Exceptions and Cavils of Mr. Lightfoot and 
Others. By John Edwards, D. D. London: Printed for Jonathan 
Robinfon, John Lawrence, andJohn Wyat, 1708. 8. p. 328 


FW His Third Volume of the Preacher, Dr. Edwards tells us, was occae 

fion'd by Mr. Liyhtfoce’s Remarks upon the Fs f? ; which he An- 
fwers here at large, after he has done in General! with his Preacher. And 
though he has already in two Volumes endeavoured to Affign fome of 
the Main and Subftantial Duties Of a Preacher, yet upen this occafion 
he has ventur’d to add this Tiird; in which he farther profecutes this 
Subject, and adds fome other neceflary Kequifites in owe of that Cha- 
racter, efpecially fuch as he Apprehends to be Seafonable in this pre 
fent Juncture, viz. 


I. Firff, That we of the Sacred Othce ought to Sufle and Suppret: 
all Tendency to Popery. 





lI. Secondly, That this Age calis upon us to beware of ali Enthafl 
aftick Delutions, and to warn our People agaialt ‘em. 


HI- Thirdly, That we ought with forme Concernednels to take Na: 
tice of the Strange Doctrines, and Pernicious Perfualions which the 
Writings of fome of our Brethren are furnifhd with; and to think 
= Selves oblig’d in Duty and Confcience to Remonttrate againit 
tneni, 
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viz. either Plane or Curve: And Locus ad Solidum is, when three 
Conditions are wanting to the Determination of the Point fought ; 
which Place may be concluded either under Plane, or Gurve, or mixt 
Superficies, and thofe either Determin'd or Indefinitely .Extended, 
Whence Mr. Ditton obferves, that-Equations, to which Problems are 
brought, where the Place iseither in a Surface, or aSolid, ought to be 
Identical ; that is, fuck that having performed the Conditions, and | 
duly reduced thei, one and the fame Quantity will be found on both 
fides of the Equation, €&c. : 


After he has done with {peaking about Indeterminate Problems, our 
Author comes to {peak of thofe which are Determinate, which the 
Geometricians divide into four Claffes ; oz. into Simple, Plane, So- 
lid, and Surfolid. A Simple Problem, he calls that in which, after an 
Equation has undergone the laft’ Reduction, the Unknown Quantity 
does not afcend beyond one Dimenfion, and therefore only Right Lines 
are neceflary to the Conftruction of it. A Plane Problem is when (an 
Equation being brought to the moft Simple Form) the Unknown 
Quantity afcends no higher than. a Square or two Dimenfions; and 
the Conftruétion (that is the Geometrical Solution) may be performed 
by making ufe of Right Lines and Circles. 













A Solid Problem, Mr. Ditton defines to be fuch an one, as when the 
Redu€tion is finifhed, the Unkown Quantity in it afcends to three or 
four Dimenfions, and therefore cannot be found, or the Equation 
Conftructed but by the help of a Circle, and one of the Conic Sections. 
And a Surfolid Problem is, when the Unknown Quantity arifes to tive 
or fix, feven or eight, nine-or ten Dimenfions , the Equation being 
not to be reduc’d to lower Dimenfions ; the Conftruction of which, 


belides a Circle, neceflarily requires a Curve of the Second, Third, 
Fourth Gender, &c. 












From thefe Definitions it follows, that a Simple Problem has but one 
Solution, a P/ane not more than two, nor a So/id more than four ; nor 


a Surfolid, bythe help of a Circle, and a Curve of the fecond Gender, Ge, 


more than fix: For two Right Lines cut one another only in one 
Point, 2 Right Line and a Circle in two only, a Circle and a Conic 
Seétion in no more than four, nor a Circle and a Curve of the fecond 


gender in more than fix. 
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Mr. Diston proceeds in the next place, to deliver a General way of 
Conftructing all Solid Problems reduc’d to an Equation of three or 
four Dimenfions, by the help of a Circle and one ot the Conic Se&tions, 
as it is done in Des Cartess Geometry ; and then gives us an Invefti- 
pation of the Famous Mr. Baker's Central Rule: But for thefe particu- 
culars, 4s they cannot be fpoke of Intelligibly without Schemes, I 
mutt refer the Reader to the Book I have been endeavouring to give 


him a Notion of. 





« 


The Preacher. The Third Part. Containing farther Rules and Advice for the 
Right Difcharging of the Sacred Office of Preaching. With Animadverfions 
onfome Paffages in the Book. Intitul’d, ‘The Whole Duty of Man, and 
in the late Writings of Dr. Hicks, Dr. Nicholls, Mr. Bennet, A/r. Clark, 
and Mr. Dodwell. Together with a Vindication of the Firft Part of the 
Preacher, from the Unjuft Exceptions and Cavils of Mr. Lightfoot and 
Others. By John Edwards, D. D. London: Printed for Jonathan 
Robinfon, John Lawrence, andJohn Wyat, 1708. 8vo. p. 328. 


CW His Third Volume of the Preacher, Dr. Edwards tells us, was occae 

fion’'d by Mr. Lighefoce’s Remarks upon the Firf? ; which he An- 
fwers here at large, after he has done in General with his Preacher. And 
though he has already in two Volumes endeavoured to Affign fome of 
the Main and Subftantial Duties of a Preacher, yet upen this occafion 
he has ventur’d to add this Third; in which he farther profecutes this 
Subje&t, and adds fome other neceflary Requifites in ose of that Cha- 
racter, efpecially fuch as he Apprehends to be Seafonable in this pre- 


fent Juncture, viz. 


I. Fifty That we of the Sacred Office ought to Stile and Suppret: 
all. Tendency. to Popery. 


l].- Secondly, That this Age calls upon us to beware of all Enthufl- 
aftick Delufions, and to warn our People agaialt ‘em. . 


HI- Thirdly, That we ought with fore Concernednefs to take Na~ 
tice of the Strange Dottrines, and Pernicious Perfuafions which the 


Writings. of fome of our Brethren are furnifh'd with; and to think 
our Selves oblig’d in Duty and Confcience to Remonftrate againit 


UE 
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IV. Fourthly, ‘That we are not to think the worfe of the Cale injcn 
Do@trines, becaule we fee they are rejeCted by the Generality of our 
Breth rea, | 


V. Fiftbly, That we muft not permit Devotion and Pratife t, 
Exclude Principles. , 


VI. Sixthly, That in Order to Promizte Peace in the Church, we 
mut not in out Sermons and Weitinge carry the Notions of Schitty 
too high. 


VII. Seventhly, And, Lay, That there are fome Particular [if 
orders in the Manners of this.Corrupt Age, which we ought to be 
very Senfible cf, and endeavour to Reform. 


I fhall prefent the Reader with the Main Subftance of what the Dr. 
offers under three or four of thefe General Heads, and leave him ta 
make a Judgment of the reft from thence. 


And, Firft, The Dr. obliges his Preacher to Stifle and Suppref, 
as much as is in his Power, all Tendencies to Popery ; and therein 
all thofe Doctrines which feem to give any Favourable Countenance 
to that Caufe; as the Dodtrine of Predeftination on Forelight of 
Works, of Juflification by Works, of the Merit of Obedience, of 
the Extravagant Power and Virtue of Man's Free Will, of the Final 
Apoftacy of the Regenerate, and fome others of the like Nature, which 
were efteem'd as Popifh Points by fome of the moft Judicious of our 
Divines of the Church of England, at and after the Reformation, Ano- 
ther falfe Doftrine of the fame Influence, which the Dr. would have 
his Preacher beware of is this, which he tells us is the General Afier- 
tion of our Divines, that the Church of Rome is a True Church, and 


that Salvation is to be attain’d in her, and that She holds all the Effen- 
tials of the Chriftian Religion. - 


Proper Priefts, and a Proper Sacrifice now under the Gofpel is ano- 
ther Dottrine which the Dr. Cautions us againft. ‘This Doctrine it 
mult be own’d, is of late grown more in Fafhion amongit us, then 
ever fince the Reformation, and Supported by a Party of Men who 
feem to thegreateft Part of the Reformed Church to look Favourably 
upon Reme; but however this come to pafs, the Dr. obferves from Mr. 

Berype’s annals of the Reformation of Religion in the beginning of Queen 
Elizabeth's 
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Elizabeth's Reign, Chap. 12. p. 165. that amongft certain Injuntions 
put forth by Her Majelty relating to Religion, one was, That Altars 
fhould be remoy’d out of Churches, and Tables fet in their Places ; 
to which She was Excited by the Reverend Divines that were then 
Employd in Settling the Reformation, and who drew up their Rea- 
fons, why it was not Convenient thatthe Communion fhould be Ad- 
miniftred at the Altar, and Prefented them tothe Queen. The Dr. 
Tranferibes thefe Reafons from Mr. Sszyge's Annals, and they are as 


follows. 


Firft, The Form of a Table is more agreeable to Chrift’s Example, 
who Inftituted the Sacrament of his Body and Blood at a Table, and 


not at an Altar. 


Secondly, The Form of an Altar was ( onvenienc fcr the Old.Tefta- 
_ ment, to bea Figure of Chrift’s Bloody Sacrifice on the Crofs ; but in 

the Time of the New-Teltament, Chrift is not to be Sacrifie’d, but his 
Body and Blood Spiritually to be Eaten and Drunken in the Miniitration 
of the Holy Supper: For Reprefentation whereof, a Table is more 
Convenient than an Altar. 


Thirdly, The Holy Ghoft in the New- Teftament, (peaking of the 
‘Lord’s Supper, doth make mention of a Table, 1 Cor, 12, Menfa 
Domini the Table of the Lord; but in no Place nameth it an 
Altar. 


Fourthly, The Old Writers do ufe alfo the Name of a Table; for 
Auguftine oftentimes calleth it Menfam Domini, the Lord’s Table ; and 
in the Canons of the Nicene Council it is divers times call’d Divina Men- 
fa And Chryfoftom faith, Baprifmus unus eft,  Menfa una ; that ts, 

there is one Baptifm, and one Table, Traé&. 26. in Foan. Hom, 18- in 
2 Cor. And altho’ the fame Writers, do fometimes Term it an 
Altar, yet are they to be Expounded to fpeak abusive and smproprie 
For like as they Expound themfelves, when they Term the Lord’s 
Supper a Sacrifice, that they mean by the Word Sacritice recordatsonem 
Sacrificii, or Similitudinem Sacrificiit, the Remembrance or Likenefs of a 
Sacrifice, and not a Proper Sacrifice ; fo the fame Reafon enforces us 
tothink that when they Term it an Altar, they mean a Reprefentation, 
or Remembrance of the Altar of the Crofs, and not the Form of a 
Material Altar of Stone; and when they name it a Table, they expres 


the Form, then Commonly ufed in the Church according to Chri’, 
Example. ' Aaa _ Fifthl,, 
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Fifthly, furthermore an Alear hath Relation to a Sacrifice, for they 
be Correlatives. So that of neceffity if we allow an Altar we mutt 
grant a Sacrifice ; like as if there be a Father there is alfo a Son, and 
+f there be a Matter there is alfo a Servant, Whereupon divers of ths 
Learned Adverfaries have Spoken of late, that there is no reafon tg 
take away the Sacrifice of the Mafs, and to leave the Altar Standing, 
fecing the one was Ordain'd for the other. 


Sixebly, Moreover, if the Communion te miniitred at the Altsy, 

the godly Prayers (poken by the Minifters cannot be heard of the 

People, efpecially in great Churches : And fo the People thall receive 

no fruit of this part of Englfo-Service 5 For it was all one to be ia 

Latin, and to be in Englifh not heard, nor underftood of the People, 

To thefe fix Reafons are annex’d the Judgements of feveral Forrejay 

Minifters. with Relation: to this Point, as of Bucer, Marsyr, Calvjic, 

- &c. 








The Dy. Cautions his Preacher in the fourth place again exceG in 
Ceremony, and Affectation of Pomp in religious Worthip ; orderin 
him to keep within the Limits in Divine Service prefcrib’d by the Ru- 

¢ brick, and not to be fond of fuch Innovations, as Bowing towards the 

) laft, looking upon the Communion-Table as ap Altar, Church-Mu- 
fick- in parochial Churches, Pictures of Chrift, and the Virgin May, 
&c. And whereas ’tis vifible:that Popifh Authors, efpecially devo- 
tional Ones, are in great efteem of late with our Clergy-mien; 
whereas French, Italian and Spamifb Novels, the Memoirs. the Ro- 
mances, and the Travels of Mbffonaries, are frequently tranflated 
from the Originals for the furtherance of the Roman ‘ aufe 3 whereas 
the Divifions and Diffentions among{t us, if not timely made up mutt 
inevitably let in Popery upon us and the like; the Dr. teaches his 
Preacher how to behave himfelf upon thefe Occafions, and with te- 
fpect to thefe Particulars, for the. Fruftration of all Popilh De‘igns, 
and for the fecurity of the Reform’d Religion, 








The fecond general Head under which Dr. Edward’s gives DireQions 
to his Preacher is this, That he beware of all Enthulia!tick Deluna, 
and warn his People againft em: And that pernicious Enthulia‘in 
which he {peaks againft,he tells us is known by the following: efc'ls ; 
Firft, a wild and raging Behaviour, which yet not the Perfons guilty 
of it think fit to entitle the Holy Spirit ; Secondly, it they run not fo 
| hig 
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high a pretending to extraordinary and immediate Revelations, fuch 
as the Prophcts had who were before or under the Law, and fuch as 
fome holy Men had in the Days of our Saviour and his Apottles, 
which are fince ceasd: Third'y, another ingredient of this EnthuGafm 
isa preferring «f thefe Revelations (which they wou’d perfuade us 
they commonly have) before the Holy Scriptures, or even againit 
‘em: A Fourth effect of Enthuliaflick folly the Dr. Inftances in, and 
infifts upon, is this, not only to pretend Revelations in Oppolition to 
the written Word of God, but alfoto d.fpife & reject this Word- as 
a dead Letter, and to prize only the myftical part of it. 

Fifthly, Another part of this Enchufain is to make tr their Bufinef 
to ferve God invifinly, to keep all their Religion within, and ab- 
filutely confin'd ro their own Breas: A Sixth part of it is, That it 
excludes the cxercife of the Rational Faculty, won’t permit thofe that 
are bewitch d with it to Difcourfe and Argue, but hils their Heads 
with AlluSons and Metaphors, and makes a Sinii irtude more power- 
ful with ’em than a Syllogiim, &c. And after this account of En- 
thufiafm, the Dr. tells us, he hopes that his Brethren of the Minifiry 
can’t but be convine'd that it is part of their Office to appear with 
fome earnefinefs. agzinft this great and growing mifchicf, which hath 
fhew’d it felf ia New thapes among? us cf late, andin fome of thofe 
Perfons of whom there was no Umbrage taken ; but this he hopes fs 
but a fhort blaze, and is almoft extinguifh’d. 


Our greate? fear in the Dr’s Opinion is from the Quakers, who 
are by their fedu‘iry and boldnefs grown up into a formidable hody of 
Men, and are bufy and zealous in aflerting and vindicating their Opti- 
nions, and in decoying of unwary Souls to their Societies. In order 
therefore to fhew his juft abhorrence of their Principles and Behavior, 
and to eftablifh and confirm ourlelves in the contrary Truths, as al- 
fo to prevent the falling of others into their Snares, he undertakes to 
fhew thefe two things ; Fir, that the Light within them, which 
they fo much Boaft of is grofs Darknefs, as appears from the Errors 
in do¢trine which they maintain; @nd Secondly, that they are not fo 
firidly holy a People as their outward rretenfions wou'd infinuate 


‘them to be. 


As to the First, the Dr. fhews, Tihat they are fo far from having 
the real Light of Truth within them in Matters of Religion, that 
they take away the very Ground-work of all Chriftianity, the hiito- 
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cal part of the New-Teflament ; that they have laid the Foundation 
of many Falfities in Religion in their doétrine of the Light within 
them ; viz. Upon this ground they-have deny'd the Dodtrine of the 
Blefled Trinity, and particularly that Chrift the fecond -Perfon is 
God: They hold that Juftification is not by or for Chrift’s Righteout 
ne(s, but by or for Man’s inherent Holinefs ; they affert abfolute Per. 
fection in this Life, vilify the Scriptures as defective -and imperfect, 
and Annul both the Sacraments of the New-Teftament. And whereas 
it may be faid in Anfwer to thefe Charges, that fome Perfons of this 
Denomination talk after another rate of late, and feem to be very 
Or.hodox 3 the Dr. Anfwers in Brief, that the Sayings and Writings 
of the moft Eminent and approv’d Men of their Party are, and muft 
be the Standard of Quakerifm; the ruling and directing Heads of 
that way, who hold frequent Affemblies on purpofe to-Form and 
Model their Religion, being their Church-reprefentatives from whom 
we mutt learn what is the Senfe and Parfuafion of the whole Body : 
And as to thefe they have lately declar’d to the World, that they will 
{tand to their Ancient Friends, even thofe Perfons whom the Dr. all 


along quotes in proof of their many unfound and pernicious Doe 
étrines. 


In the iccond place the Dr. fhews that the Quakers are not fo ftri&- 
ly a holy People as their outward Pretenfions wou’d infinuate ’em to 
be: And whereas it is alledg’d in their Defence, that they are ob- 
ferv’d to be Induftrious and Diligent in their Callings, that they are 
Sober and Temperate, that their Looks fpeak Sobriety, Gravity and 
Serioufnefs, that they are plain in their Apparel, that they are dif- 
ferent from others in their Words, as well: as in their Garbs and 
Looks, that they are no refpecters of Perfons, that they {wear not at 
all, nor fuffer their Hands to be defil’d with fecular Weapons, that 
they are againft all outward Ceremonies, and whatever is External: 
and Formal in Religion, and the like; the Dr. fhews at large that 
thefe are not in them true Charaéterifticks of real Piety : On the con- 
trary he makes it appear that they are Men exceedingly addicted to 
Covetoufnefs, that they are Uncharitable, Proud, Hypocritical, and 
Irreligious, and Profane; and lays in the Conclufion, that if any | 
Man ferioufly reflecting on what he offers upon thefe Heads, can Itill 
fee any extraordinary Holinefs in this People, it is to him ftrange and 
prodigious : But becaufe it hath been found to be experimental/y true, 
that: fome by obferving the {moothnefs and fairnefs of thefe Mens 
Manners, and by taking notice how. they refrain from fome grof 
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and {candalous Vices, have been inclin’d to imbibe their Principles 
and to take down greedily the Poifon’ and Venom of their erroneous 
Affertions, therefore the Dr. advifes others to take warning from this 
and to learn hence to invoke the Divine Adiftance that they may ar 
deluded and inveig!’d by a fhew and femblance of Vertue, and thence 
be entic’'d to believe and embrace thefe Mens ab‘urd Opinions, 


The Dr. advifes his Preacher in the third Place, to rele with con- 
cern on the ftrange Doctrines, and wild and pernicious Notions which 
the Writings of fome of the Clergy are turnifh'd with, and to think 
themfelves obligd to Remoniirate again{ft them; In his former Trea- 
_ tifes upon all Occafions he has mention’d feveral of thefe, but here he 

erefents his Reader with the Chief he can think of in one view; that 
thofe efpecially whofe publick Office it is to inftruct the People,and to 
give them true Notions of divine Things may be reminded of avoiding 
thefe or any other Errors of the like Nature. The Errors the. Dr. 
{ts dewn under this Head take up feveral Pages, fo that I have not 
room to tranfcribe ‘em into this! lace; 1 fhail content myfelf with 
naming fome of the Principal of them, and leave my Reader to judge 


of the reft from thence, 


What I fhall choofe to Name here are thefe following ; viz. That 
there are manifeft Faults in the Text of the Bible; that there are real 
Repugnancies in feveral Parts of it ; that the Hiltory of the Fall of 
Adam, as itis related in the beginning of the Book of Genefis, is fa- 
bulous and fititious ; that what is faid there of the Creation of the 
World, is not to underftood in a literal Senfe, that we muft Mea- 
fare and Judge of the Works of the Creation by the common and or- 
dinary Laws of Nature, and even by the !'rinciples of Geometry and 
Mechanicks ; that it is harfh and cruel that fo fmall a taule as Eating 
the forbidden-Fruit, thro’ the levity of a filly Woman, fhoud be 
charg'd upon all Mankind ; that it was by God’ help, and not the 
Devil’s, that the Egyptian Sorcerers wrought their Miracles, which 
Were as true and real Miracles as Mofes wrought; that there are no 
Types in the Old Teftament, and that the Scripture is not capable of 
typical Interpretation ; that in the Old-Teftament there is no difcovery 
of a future State; that thofe that hold the doctrine of Jul'i. cation oy 
Faith are Trefpaff-rs againft all Logick and common Sente ; hat to 
caft our felves on Chrift, to ret on him, to lay hold on him, and rely on 
~ his Merits and Righteoufnefs, is mere juggiing and Magick, that 
good Nature and good Humuors are the chief Marks of aGolpel- Tem- 
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pers, that the Evidences and Proofs of Natural Religion are m> 
Certain than thofe of Reveal’d, and the Particulars of which it confill 
are of more Importance ; that true Repentance after a vicious | ife 
rarely happens, but in Men of great Parts, not in ordinary {nful 
Wrerckes, becaufe thefe are not {9 capable of divine Grace as the 
others. It is well-known to whom this laft Branch of Dottrine ‘ 
vulgar'y afcrib’d, and the Dr. cart fo much as Name it without cry- 
ing cut, What think you ? Is not Tredefiination as good Dotirine as this ! 


O her pernicious Nottrines: the Dr. produces are thefe following; 
Toat thre is nor one inflance in the New-Tellament, nor in the 
Old, of the Joint-ufe &f anv one Prayer conceiy d Ex cempore ; that 
the Obfervation of the Lord’s-Day is not an Inflitution of Chrit or 
his Apofles, but only a Law uf the Clurch and State F that Chriit’s 
Afcenfion into Heaven is tobe underftood only concerning his afcend- 
ing to the Uppermolt part of the Airy Region, and no farther ; that 
if hereafter we have not an Infinite gocd to enjoy, it wili be ar leaft 
the worlt Ingredient of Hell and Damnation, if not all that is to be 
Underftoed by it; that the Chriflian Religion hath hardiy any thing 
that is pof:tive in it, except the two Sacraments 5 that a Man's deny- 
ing his natural Reafon in fome fublime Points of Chriitianity is not a 
part of the Chriflian Duty of Self.denial ; that the only Defign of 
reveal d Religion, is torevive and improve the natura} Notiors whith 
we haveof God ; that when the Apoftle bids us examine cur Selves 
before we come tothe Lord’s Vable no more is meant thar this, 
that we take care not to come Drunk to it, nor be guilty of any Ir- 
reverence in celebrating that Sacrament ; that Chrifi’s Incarnation and 
his Suffering Death on the Crofs, and his afcending into Heaven, 
and fitting on the right Hand of the Father, and his interceding in 
Heaven for us and the other great Tranfactions and My fteries in the 
Chriftian Religion, were all of em in Compliance with the vile No- 
tion: and Pratices of the Pagan and Idolatrous Nations : That there is 
no exprefs Revelation in the Bible that aflures us of a furure State, 
and the Soul’s Immortality ; thar the threatning of Eternal Tormenis 
to Sinners is no Argument that thofe Torments fhall be aétual!y in- 
fiited on them, bur that tho the Pains of Hel be faid to be Eternal, 
yet they may have a Period, Thefe are fume of the Dotirives 
which Dr. Edwards cautions his Preacher againft, and which he charges 
upon bis Brethren the Clergy ; and from thefe } muft leave the Rea- 
der to Judge of the ref. ’ 


Under 
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Under his Fifth general Head the Dr. advifes, that Devotion and 
Practice do not exclude Principles the Ground of which Advice to his 
Brethren he tells us, is what he has obfery'd of fate, that the Princi- 
les of Chriitianity run very low among fome of us, azid are frarige- 
ly neglected and overlook’d by us: Some, ke tells us, he obfervas 
cry out with a Tragical Tone againft Immorality and Pr fancnefs, 
but take lirtle care to inilil thofe Principles into Men, which may WA 
eSunlly guard them again{t thofe Evils. One, he fays, tavilhiy tell 
a, that God will fooner forgive a Man an hundred defeéts of hig 
Undcrilanding than one fault of his Will, and that the greateit Herefy 
in the World is a wicked Life, and fuch quaint fayings as thefe are 
io te met within other Parts of this Author’s W ritings,who frequent- 
Jy ru':s thofe who are taken up with deep Points and My fleries in Re= 
ligion, and blames Men for being concern’d about Opinions in Re- 
ligiort, 


The Dr gives this Account why fo many late Divines infit upoz 
Practice to the neglect and difregard of Principles in Religion ; iz. 
that it is Satan's great Mafter-piece of Policy in this Age to pat Men 
upon extolling and applauding the externa! Practice of Vertue, but aé 
the fame time to pufh them to undermine the fundamental Prin:iples of 
the Chriftian-Religion, and to nourifh fuch Doctrines as run counter 
to thofe Principles ; that the crying up of outward Acts of Vertue 
without regard ¢oChriftian- Principles is a fublime Invention and Stra- 
tagem to deftroy Religion itfelf, fecing, this can’t be maintain‘d and 
upheld without thefe Principles. 


We all at this Day, continues the Dr. cy ap devotional and pra- 
ctical Writings; butin the mean time we decry fume of the Doctrines 
Which are the Chief fupport of Chriltian Devotion, and Evangelical 
Obedience ; and he Withes this were well obfery’d ¢ ‘T hofe amung us 
that talk moft of Charity and Piety are. he tells us, the leait concern 
for foundnefs of Doctrine ; and thofe that are molt for living well,nave 
the leat Regard for what they believe ; which plainly fhews that 
there is an ill deign atthe Bottom, and that the prcient fit of Oft-n- 
tation of Devotion, and good Works is on purpofe to divert Met 
from being careful about the Doctrines they entertain And this, he 
fiys; mutt necds be fo, becaufe a firm Belief, and embracing of the 
found Docrines of the Chriltian-Religion, is the Foundation which 
mult be laid for a Chriftian-Life ; afetdl’d Perfuafion concerning te 
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Truth of the Gofpel being the Ground-work of Chriffian-Pra- 
Elice. 3 


The Dr. fays, he doubrs not but there have been publifh'd already 
* by our Divines above five hundred Expoiitions and Paraphrafes on our 
Church-Catechiim, and if there were as many more he is of Opinion, 
that it woud fignify little, unlefs thofe important ‘Trachs, unto which 
the Catechifm itfelf giveth plain AtteRation, were receivd into their 
Syftem of Divinity ; as long as there is a defignd Omiffon of thet, 
there being but little progrefs to be made in our Belief or Practice. 


Our Author Grants, that itisa very excellent Defign to furnith the 
unlearn’d with Books of Divine Knowledge, and that ir fhews Com. 
paffion to the Souls of the Younger fort to inftruct “em in Religion ; 
And he hopes there is no Corrupt and Sinitter end init, as we know 
the Fefuies have in teaching their Young People Gratis, thereby the 
more effeCtually to inftil their corrupt Doctrines into the Minds uf 
Youth: He is unwilling fo much as to fufpect that it is intended by 
fome, that by giving and difperfing of Bocks in City and Counrry, 
there fhall be propagated that fet of Notions which may in time whol- 
ly exclude and expel the Old-Principles, which had got footing in 
fome Families ; He does not intend to believe that it was detign’d by 
any that the teaching the Children the common Catechilm, fhoud 
countermine that of the Affembly, Thefe Expreffions the Dr. con 
defcends to call Suggeltions, and fays, that if they feem to have too 
bold an Air, he hopes, he fhall meet with Pardon for hiating at them, 
from thofe who are acquainted with his Intention, which, he fays, 
is only this, to put Men upon looking into their Principles, as well as 
their Practice, and not to confound one with the other, and fo to de- 
ftroy the true Ideas of Things: Inafmuch as Principles are fuch 


Doctrines as are the Bafis of Practice, and confequently are really 
diftinct from it. | 


Under his Sixth general Head, our Author advifes. his Preacher, not 
_ to carry the Notion of Schifm too high in his Sermons and Writings, 

left he incur the [mputation of Schifm-himfelf: And by the Word 
Schifm, the Dr. tells us, he is taught from the Writings of the New- 
Tettament, to meantwo Things , First, a neglect of the Orders and 
Injunctions of a lawful Church, and doing things that are not com- 
manded and ‘requir’d by that Church; and Secondly, a down-right 
feparating from fuch aChurch, by abandoning its Communion. a 
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And with refpect to the first fort, he tellsus, we fhou’d be very 
cautious how we Charge the Diflenters with ir, left we be found guil- 
ty our felves : And here he obferves, that there are many Injunctions 
of our ( hurch, which none of the moft conformable Clergy-men 
have regard to: Yea, he tells us, he can prove, that there is a third 

rt of the Canons and Conftitutions of our Church, which are ob- 
ferv'd and practisd by very few Church-men who yet wou’d be 


loth to be call’d Schifmaticks for not obferving ’em. 


He Inftances in feveral, cf which I fhall tranicribe hither, but 
fiveor Gx ; The Form of Prayer, commonly call’d the bidding Prayer, 
isto be usd by all Preachers before their Sermons; Can. 55. all 
Priefls and Deacons are to fay daily the Morning and Evening Pray- 
ers, either privately or openly, as is enjin’'d'in the Admonition pre- 
fixd tothe Book of Common Prayer, concerning the Service cf the 
Church. Miniflers are to Catechife upon every sunday and Holy-day, 
before Evening-Prayer, Can. 52. When any are pafling out of this 
Life, a Bell thall be toil'd, and the Minifter {hall then do bis laf Du- 

ty: Can.67. No Minifters fha‘l admit any to the Holy Communion, 
‘that'are Depravers of any thing contain’d in any of the 39 Articles, 
Can.27. No Miniter {hall Preach in any other Minifler’s Church, 
without fhewing his Licenfe to Preach, and fetting down his Name 
in a Book, and the Day when he Preach’d: Cam. 50, 52. The 
Minilter fhall celebrate Matrimony between Parties in the Parifh- 
~ Church, where one of the Perfons to be marry’d Dwells, and in no 
‘other place, and the I icenfe is to be granted on that Condition : 
Caz. 102. Inthefe, and a great many more Inftances the*Dr. ob- 
ferves, that the Conftitutions of our Church are regularly obferv'd by 


few or no Clergy-men. 


And hence he Concludes, that it is not Prudence in any Man of our 
Church, to fix the Crime of Schifm on our Brethren that diffent from 
“us in the Point of external Rites and Ceremonies, left they be tempted 
to recriminate, and to fix the fame Character upon fome of our pro- 
‘fe'sd Church-men ; Inatmuch as’ if every one be a Schifmatick who 
comforms not to all things prefcrib’d by the Church of England, then 
molt certainly great Numbers of our Clergy lic under the jutt 'mpu- 
taion ‘of Schifm; For the Rules that all the Sons of our Church, 
efpecially thofe that ate in facred Orders, are to be directed by, are 
the Liturgy, the Rubrick, the Thirty Nine Arsicles, the Homilies and the 
Bbb Canons3 
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Canons, and whoever fwerves from them fwerves from the Church of 
England, and ig jallly laid to feparate from her; and therefore fo far 
a3-he follows not thefe Prefcriptions he is a Schifmatick. Whether he 
comes {hort of em, or goes beyond ’em in the Dr’s Opinion, he muff 
have this Tide, becaufe in‘eiuhee cafe he departs from the Charch: 
And hence he urges it upon us to be cautious, how we uf, and where 
















we hx this xeproachful Title of Schifmaticks or Separatifls, 


The Dr. comes next to fee whether feveral of the Divines of the 
Church of England, may not be calld Schifmaticks in his fecond Senfe 
of the Word ; he is pretty large upon this Head; but I can tranfcribe 
What he offers into this place, but mutt refer the Reader for Satisfadii- 
on, with Relation to this Particular, to the Book: ic felf. As alfo 
for what he offers in Defence of himfelf-againft Mr. Lightfoor, and 
for his Remarks upon the bole Duty of Man: 


— 





Adeitidzmon, five Tittus Livius 4 fuperftirione vindicatus, &c. Or, a 
Vindication of Vitius Livius: from the Charge of Superftition ; being 
a Differtation tending to prove, that Livy the Hiftorian-was by no means 
Credulous or Superftitions; in the Account” he gives of the Roman facred 
Rites, Prodigies, Kc. and-in general, That Superftition is as much, if 
not more pernicious to 4 Common-Wealth. than albfolute Athes(m. By 
John Toland. To whieh is annex'd, a Treasife of the Origin of the 
Jaws 4s tht Hague. Printed by Thomas Johnfon, 1709. Seo. 
p- 198. 


IK our laft Monthly Account, we faid fomething of the form:t 
of thefe thure- ‘Treaties. Mr. Toland calls the later The Origin 
of the Jews: Or, Strabos Hiftory of Mos, and of the Fews/o 
Religion, Of this we have Room to give fome little Account in 
this. place.- ? 


Mr. Toland writes this lat Treatife, as well'as the former by way of 
a Letter to a Friend ; and he tells us, that whereas his Friend ace 
knowledges that in his Adeifidemon: he has, made it appear that ale 
moft all the more Learned Romans look’d upon the Religious Scheme 
of Worthip, tuppos’d to be initituted by Numa Pompilius, as no bet- 
ter than-a Politick Fiction, and believ’d the whole Story of the Im- 
mortals Gods, as amere Invention of Wife-Lawgivers, whereby to 
manage the Vulgar, that thofe who cou’d not be brought = ve 4 
to 
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‘folerable Meafures of Obedience by Reafon, might be awed into 3 


Compliance by Religion'; yet he can’t but wonder to hear him fay, 
that Strabo the Geographer, fhould compare Moés with the Prophets, 
and Legiflators of other Nations, as if he made ufe of the fame De- 


vices, which they did in order to procure Obedience to his Laws; 


when fo great a Man as. Huerius (in his Demonftratio Evangelica, Prop. 
4. ¢ 1. S.42-) fets a very high value upon this fame Strabo, for the 
Candid and Honourble Account he gives of Maés in particular, and 
in.general of the Femifh Nation. : 


This Paflage out of #Huetivs gave Occafion to this Diflertaticn of 


_ Mr. Toland’s ; wherein he Undertakes to prove, that Strabo did nat 


only compare Mies with Minos, Lycurgus, Zamolixs, and feveral other 
fuch like Legiflaturs, and fet him upon the very fame foot with them ; 
but that he gives an Account of the few'/h Religion, the Origin of 
that Nation, nay, and of Mofes himfelt, quite different from that 
which isto be met in the Pentateuch. ‘The Truth of this he tellus, 
whatever Hwetins may afhrm to the contrary, none ought to wonder 
at; fince ainong{t above fixry Teftimonies brought by this Author 
in this Chapter, whence this Paflage is alledg’d, much the greater part 
have no Reference to Mofes at all ; and of thofe which have not above 
ene or two. (andthey Fems) {peak of Mofesin any refpect to Huetius’s 
Purpofe. And his general Character of that famous Book is this, 
Thar there is fearce one Citation in it, which is not either utterly 
Falle, or Foreign tothe Butinefs, or elfe either main’d or wrefted from 
its Genuin meaning -to ferve a Caufe. This Mr. Toland Confeffes, 
makes nothing et all again(t the Truth of the Chriftian Religion, 
proving‘only. the: Wicked folly of thofe Diviaes. who Undertake to 
Demonttrate jt at this rate. 


This Conduét of Huetius, puts Mr. Toland in Mind of the like Pra- — 


ice of Ovzelius, in his Notes‘upon Minutius Felix’s Ofavius, in bis 
Citation of a Paflage quite contrary to his real purpofe, ‘out of Ma- 
nilius’s Aftronomicks; which when he has produc’d and compar’d with 
the whole Paflage it refers to, he fays, that if thefe great Defenders 
ofthe Faith had been guilty of no worfe Faults than Negligence in 
thefe Cafes. they had been in fome Meafureexcufable, but he adds, 
that {uch Fraudulent Practices as thefe, areto be met with in Thou- 
fands of Inflances, in thofe who go under the Name of the Old Fathers, 


-efpecially in Enfebius’s Preparatio © Demonftratio Evangelica. 


Bbb.2 And 
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And thefe things being confidered, he fays, ‘tisno wonder that Hye. 
sins, by the affiltance of fuch doughty Authorities, was able to-de. 
monttrate that all the Eehnie Theology was deriv’d from Mofés’s Source : 
and that all the Agypeian, Phenscian, Arabian, Perfian, Grecian and 
Roman Gods and Heroes terminaied in Mojfes ; nay, and thar their 
Kings as Cecrops ard Mines, for initance, and even’Romu'ys, all true 
Chronology notwithitanding ; their. i.egillators, as’ Zoredfier, and 
their very Poets, Mafeus, Ophens,. Linis, Amphion, &c. were very 
Mofes; and that Mofés was notcnly known to ail the Falk Indians, as 
the Chinefe and Faponefe, to the Thracians, Germans, Gals, Britains, 
Spaniards, and to the Americans themfelves; but was alfo the {ame with 
the Grecian Infernal Gods, Bacchus, Typhon, S:lenus, Priapm, &c After 
Huetius has cleared thefe points Mr. Toland obferves that it follows by 
an eafie confequence for his purpofe that all the Fabulous Goddefles 
terminated in Zipphorah Mofes’s Wife; tho when Huetiss thinks he has 
demonftrated this, he makes a flip in the very next Paragraph and fays 
that moft of the Heathen Goddefles, Venus her felf not excepted, 
were the fame with Miriam Mofés’s Siltere 


°F mee; 


After having taken notice of thefe empty Triiles, as Mr. Toland calls 
’em, which-are wont to pafs with the Unlearned and Credulous for 
Demonftrations; before he comes to Strabo, he takes notice of a paf- 
fage in Huetius (ubi fupra,\.37.) wherein he athrms that Diodorus Siculus 
gives a very advantageous Tellimony of Mos, {peaking of him asa 
Man of great Renown, who was the firft Legiflator amongtt the 

ptians :: The paflage in Diodorus which Huetius referrs to is near the 
latter end of the firft Book, which Mr. Toland produces in full in the 
Original Language and Tranflates into Latin: J can’e Tran{cribe the 
paflage hither, either in the Original or Tranflation; let it fuffice to 
Advertife the Reader that Mr. Tolands Remark upon the whole is that 
it is directly contrary to Huetixs’s purpofe ; and that the Elogium he 
fpeaks of isno where to be found but in Hyetius's Demon/trations. 


I have not room toproceed to the famous paflage of Serabo, which 
takes up the greateft part of Mr. Toland’s Differtation nor to his Ob- 


fervations upon it, but mutt refer the Reader to Mr. Toland him(elf for 
fatisfaction. 
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The State of Learning. 


Rincipes du Blafon en Quatorze Plaeches qui traitent, la premiere, 
des Emmaus If. Dee Hachures III. Des Partitions & des pieces 
Honorables 1V. Suite des pieces honorables, avec les pieces honora- 
b'e: diminuees V. Des pieces honorables multiplices VI. Des diffe- 
rantes fortes de Crois VII. Des pieces qu’ on ne nome point pieces 
honorab'es VIII. Des animaus a quatre pies IX. Des Ot/eaus X. 
Des Atributi des pieces Xf. Des pieces Chargees XII. Des pieces 
accompagnees XIII. Des parties feparees du Cors des Animaus XIV. 


_ Des Brifures & des partitions qui fervanta metre plufienrs Armoiries 


drns le meme Ecu. Chacune de ces Planches eft accompagnee d’ une 
explicasion.. A Paris ches Jean Moreau, 1709. fol. p. 51. 

R.D. Caroli Mutilani Philofoghie ac Med. Doétoris Clariffini, de 
morbis mulierum Tra‘tatus, cui queftiones duz, altera de femiue cum 
mafculeo tum feminee, altera de fanguine menftruo, ulpole ad opus 
apte facientes, {unt prehxe. Que ad eirundem naturam mulicrum, 
anatomen, conceptum, uleri geftationem, fetus animationem, & 
hominis ortum attiner, uberlim fimul explanatur. Omnia juxta recen- 
tiorum Philofophice principia & Medicorum experimenta fedulo enu- 
cleata, cum indicibus Capitum, rerum, ¢t materiarum locuple tiffi- 
mis. Colonize Cillobrogum, , fumptibus Chouet, G. de Tournes, 
Cramer, Perachon, Ritter, & §. de Tournes. 709. Vel. in geo p. 
24.0 + 

‘Samuelis L, 8. DePuffendorf, five antea feverini de Monzambano, 
de Statu. Imperit Germanict liber unus, cx Autograpno B. Autoris re- 
cognitus, cum prioribus editionibus collatus, ac felectis variorum notis 
iHu(tratus.Curante D.Gottheb Gerhard Tithe Suplie apud Tnomau 


| Frilh. 1708. in Bo. p. 492; 
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BOOKS publift'd this Month; and not-sbridgd 


Synopfis of Algebrr ;~be- 
ing the Poftumous Work 


A 


of Fobn Alexander, ‘To which is: 


added an Appendix, by Hamphry 
Ditton, &c. Sold by D. Msdwinter. 

A brief’ Reply to the Scripru- 
ral: and ~Argumentative Part of 


Mr. Bennet's brief Hiftery of the 


joint Ufe of Pre-compos’d-Set- ° 


Sold by Fobn 


Forms of Prayer. 
Morpwew. 

‘Monthly Amufement for April 
and May, Printed for Dan. Mid- 
winter. 

The Golden Spy, or a Politi- 
cal Journal of the Brisifh Nights 
Entertrinments of War and Peace, 
and Love and Politick, &c.: Prin- 
ted for F. Morpkew. 

Memoirs of the Life and Ad- 


ventures of Signor Rozells, at the 
Hague, &c. Printed for F. Mor- 


A Letterfrom Sir R— S—, to 
Dr. Archibald Pitcairn. Sold by 
the Bookfelers of Londen. | 

Good Manners for Schools, a 
Paraphrafe upon Qui Mihi in Eng- 
lifo Verfe, Printed for 4. Bettes 
worth. 





Canary- Eitds Naturaliz'd in w- 
topia a Canto. Sold by the Book. 
fellers. 

Hoglandia Defcriptio Anno Domitj 


. 1 7°O9. 


The Virgin Uninask’d, or Fe. 


‘male Dialogues betwixt an elderly 


Maiden: Lady and Niece, in feve- 
ral Diverting Difcourles;" 8c. Sotd 


by Fohn Morphew. 


Beis of Bedlams Love to her 
Brother Tom. with a word in be- 
half: of ‘poor Brother Ben. Headly, 
Printed for ‘fohn Bater. 

The Life and Adventures of 
Captain John Avery, the famnus 
Englijs Pyrate, (raisd froma Cab- 
bin-Boy toa King) now in Pof- 
feffion of Madagafcar, &c. Sold 
by ‘7. Baker. 

A Letter toa Noble Lord about 
his Difpofing abroad Mr. Hoadly’s 


Remarks upou-the Bifhop of Ex- 
-eter’s Sermon ‘before the Queen, 


Se. Sold by F. Baker. 
The German Spy truly Difco- 

vering the Deplorable Condition 

of the Kingdom and Subjects of 

the French King, &. Sold by 

B. Bragg. . 

‘The 
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The Navy Royal: Ora Sea- by B. Bragg. 
Cook turn’d Proyeftor. By Bar- Some Reflexions on Mr. Bene 
naly Slufo Cook, Printed for Ben. nes’s Difcourfe of Joinc-Prayer, 
Bragg: ti ig a Letter to a Friend from ¢ 
The Mall, or Reigning Beau Presbyter of the Church of Enge 
ties, containing the various In- fand Printed for Jonathan Re- 
treagnes of Mifs Cloudy and her dinfon, 


Governante Madam Agility. Sold 
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